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ABSTRACT 

In response to state legislation specify^.ng criteria 
by which schools should identify elementary school and secondary 
school students at risk of dropping out, schools in the Austin 
(Texas) Independent School District reported students who were at 
risk in 1990-91. The operational definitions for the state criteria 
for grades 7-12 include age, achievement, Fs and scores on the Texas 
Educational Assessment of Minimum Skills (TEAMS) test. The definition 
for prekindergarten through grade 6 include age, achievement, scores 
on the Metropolitan Readiness Reading Tests (MRT) , TEAMS scores, and 
limited English proficiency standings. The following are the report's 
major findings for grades 7-12 in 1990-91: (1) at-risk students 
comprise 44 percent of the total enrollment; (2) high school students 
are more likely to be at risk than students in grades 7 and 8; (3) 
more Hispanic American and Black students are at risk than other 
groups; and (4) more males (47 percent) than females (39.6 percent) 
are at risk. The following are the major findings for prekindergarten 
through grade 6 in 1990-91: (1) at-risk students comprise 33.2 
percent of the total enrollment; (2) most students become at risk 
while at the elementary school level; (3) more Hispanic American, 
Black, and Asian American students are at risk; (4) the number of 
at-risk students in grade 1 greatly increased in 1990-91, probably 
due to the introduction of the MRT as an identification criterion; 
and (5) the percentage of at-risk students is declining, possible due 
to fewer students being retained in grade. This document contains 55 
figures, 5 attachments, and 8 references. (JB) 
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Background 



In 1986, the Texas Legislature 
approved House Bill 1010, which 
included a provision that specified 
criteria by which Texas schools 
would identify students at risk of 
dropping out and notify their 
parents. As a consequence of this 
educational reform legislation, 
each Texas school district had to 
operationalize and implement the 
mandate. 

The Office of Research and 
Evaluation (ORE) of the Austin 
Independent School District 
(AISD) developed operational 
definitions for the State criteria. 
For grades 9-12, the brief descrip- 
tor for these definitions are age, 
achievement, Fs, and TEAMS 
(see page 1). For grades PK-6, 
the descriptors are age, achieve- 
ment, mT, TEAMS, and LEP 
(see page 3). 



j A copy of the full rsport for which this isj 

I the Executive Summary is available as I 

I Publication Number 90.41 from: | 

I Austin Independent School District | 

I Office of Research and Evaluation . 

i nil West 6th Street • 

I Austin, Texas 78703 | 

^ (512)499-1724 ^ 



Major Findings 



For the last four years, a determination has been made of the 
at-risk status (as of October 30) of each student in AISD. In 
1990-91 for grades 7-12, the most imports it findings are: 

* The number of students considered at risk is 44% of the 
enrollment and has ranged from 41-46% over the past four 
years. 

* High school students (48.7%) are more likely to be at risk 
than grade 7 and 8 students (33.5%). 

* A greater proportion of the Hispanic (56.9%), and Black 
(59.5%) enrollment is identified as at risk than American 
Indian (43.5%), Asian (34.1%), or White (26.9%). 

* More males (47.0%) are at risk than females (39.6%). 
In 1990-91 for grades PK-6, the most important findings are: 

* The number of students considered at risk is 33.2% of the 
enrollment. 

* The majority of at-risk students become at risk while at 
the elementary level. 



* A greater proportion of the Hispanic (49.5%), Asian 
(48.5%), and Black (33.1%) enrollment is identified as at 
risk than American Indian (22.8%) or White (18.8%). 

* The number of at-risk students in grade one greatly 
increased in 1990-91, probably as a result of the introduc- 
tion of the MRT ar* an identification criterion. 

* The percentage of at-risk students is declining, possibly as 
a result of fewer students being retained in grade. 
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^Prefaces 

The publication of this report represents the first time AISD, through ORE, has attempted to make a 
comprehensive assessment of the situation of the at-risk population in the District. Because this 
report is the first of its kind, it is not meant to be the last word on the at-risk population in the 
District. Rather, the report is intended to spur discussion regarding the at-risk students, and to 
provide information to District leaders and the Austin public about the students. The authors hope 
the report nears fulfillment of this important and large task. Presented below, in summary form, are 
some of the main findings contained in the report. 

* Using only the state mandated criteria, the percentages of at-risk students are high: 33.2% at 
elementary, 36.4% at middle school, and 48.7% at high school. Some of the increase from one 
level to the next is probably a result of the accumulation in numbers of students who have been 
retained across the grades. 

* The majority of at-risk students become at risk in elementary school. 

* Tlie higher number of at-risk students in grade one (49.5%) probably reflects the use of the MRT, 
which is used only at grade one, and the higher number of LEP students in grade one. 

* The percent of students at risk decreases from grade 6 (42.7%) to grades 7 (33.8%) and 8 (33.3%) 
as the criterion for overage increases from one to two years. 

* The increase in the percent of at-risk students from grade 8 (33.3%) to grade 9 (51.7%) is the 
result of the high percentage of students retained in grade nine. These students are off pace 
towards graduation, usually have F's as an identifying risk factor, and may also become overage. 

* The decrease in percent of at-risk students in grades 1 1 and 12 reflects the high number of drop- 
outs at grades 9 and 10. 

* Five high school campuses have more than 50% of their students at risk: Johnston (61.3%), 
Travis (57.7%), Lanier (54.2%), Reagan (54.2%), and Crockett (52.4%). 

* Most of the students ai each alternative campus are at risk: Robbins (92.6%), Evening High 
School (89.8%), Teen Parent (83.6%), and Alternative Uaming Center (78.2%). 

* No middle school has more than 50% of its students at risk, but one is close (Pearce, 46%). 

* In 8 elementary schools-Ridgetop, Blackshear, Brooke, Metz, Brown, Allan, Zavala, and 
Sanchez-more than 50% of the population is at risk. 

* Every school has at-risk students; the lowest percent for any elementary is Hill (13.0%), for any 
middle school is Kealing (21.0%), and for any high school is Anderson (33.4%). 
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The summary statistics for high school and grades PK to 6 for the most recent school year, 1990-91, 
are presented below. Based on these statistics, a picture of the "typical" at-risk student in AISD may 
be drawn by taking the characteristic with the highest percentage from each of the major groupings: 
grade, sex» and ethnicity. Add to this other statistics contained in the report, such as the most likely 
location and the most likely factors causing the smdent to be identified as at risk and a "best guess" 
can be made as to what the typical at-risk student would look like for grades 7-12 and PK-6. 



Typical At-Risk Student 
Grades 7-12 

Hispanic 
Grade 9 
Male 

Enrolled at Johnston High School 
Overage by 2 years 
Did not Master TEAMS and 
Scored Two Years Below Grade 
Level on ITBS in grade 8 



Typical At-Risk Student 
Grades PK-6 

Hispanic 
Grade 1 
Male 

Enrolled at Ridgetop or Under 
Overage by one or more years 



Typical At-Risk Student 

Middle School 6th Grade 

Hispanic 
Male 

Enrolled at Mendez 
Overage by one or more years 



Summary At-Risk Statistics 


Grades 742. 1990-91 




N 


% 


At risk level: 






Grades 7-8 


3,018 


27.3 


Grades 9-12 


8.023 


121 






100.0 


At risk grade: 






7 


1,581 


14.3 


8 


1,437 


13.0 


9 


3,046 


27.6 


10 


2,249 


20.4 


11 


1,553 


14.1 


12 


1,175 


10.6 






100.0 


At risk ethnicity: 




Am. Indian 


30 


0.3 


Asian 


210 


1.9 


Black 


3.122 


28.3 


Hispanic 


4,599 


41.7 


White 


3,080 


27.9 






100.0 


At risk sex: 






Male 


6,104 


55.3 


Female 


4,937 


M2 






100.0 


Totals 


11,041 


100.0 



Summary At-Risk Statistics 1 


Grades PK-6, 1990-91 1 




N 


% 


At risk grade: 






PK 


621 


5.0 


K 


839 


6.7 


1 


3,090 


24.7 


2 


1,437 


11.5 


3 


1,871 


14.9 


4 


2300 


18.4 


5 


2,097 


16.7 


6 


259 


U 






100.0 


At risk ethnicity: 




Am. Indian 


23 


0.2 


Asian 


349 


2.8 


Black 


2334 


18.7 


Hispanic 


6,785 


54.2 


White 


3,023 


24.2 






100.0 


At risk sex: 






Mak 


6,960 


55.6 


Female 


5,554 








100.0 


Totals 


12,514 


100.0 



Summary At-Risk Statistics 
Middle School 6th Grade. 1990-91 



N 



% 



At risk ethnicity: 






Am. Indian 


5 


0.5 


Asian 


17 


1.0 


Black 


471 


26.7 


Hispanic 


834 


47.3 


White 


432 


24.S 






100.0 


At risk sex: 






Male 


1,016 


57.5 


Female 


749 








100.0 


Totals 


1,762 


100.0 
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[Open Letter to AISP | 

A contributing factor to the high at-risk rate is the existence in the District of a high percentage of 
overage students. Many of these students became overage as a result of past District retention 
policies. Even though AISD retentions arc declining some, AISD built up a legacy of overage (a.k.a. 
at-risk) students who will drop out at high rates unless intense, effective intervention is provided. 

While tutoring, remediation, and other interventions are provided for the student who is low in 
achievement and who could theoretically become less at risk by increasing achievement perfor- 
mance, there is little provided for the student who is overage. Once overage, the student generally 
stays overage for the grade throughout the student's career. 

At the high school level, over the last four years there has been a decline in the percentage of students 
failing TEAMS. However, othei trends are not so positive. There is an alarming increase in the 
numbers (927 in mathematics and 445 in reading) and percentages (31% in mathematics and 11% in 
reading) of students who are two or more years below grade level as measured by the ITBS or TAP. 
Equally alarming is the increase in the number and percentage of students who are overage. The 
number of students overage by two or more years increased by 586 (23%). The total number of 
students who are overage by one or more years (9,386) represents more than one third of the second- 
ary enrollment. 

At the elementary level, there is an encouraging trend in the decline of the number of students who 
arc overage by one or more years. Kowever, this decline, 304 students, is only 6% of the numbers 
overage in 1988-89. There arc still too many students who arc overage at the elementary level. 
Unless the number of overage students at the elementary level decreases, there will continue to be a 
high percentage of overage students at the high school level and a high dropout rate in the District. 

A more encouraging trend at the elementary level is the decline in the numbers and percent of 
students who are below the 30th percentile in mathematics and/or reading. The number below in 
mathematics decreased 1,576 (34%) and the number below in reading decreased 2,114 (37%). This 
decrease in the numbers was accomplished even though there was an increase in enrollment. 

If we arc to ensure our students' success and accomplish the goal of 100% of our students graduating 
from high school, we must find ways to keep our students on pace towards graduation from the 
moment they begin school. For those already off pace, we must find ways to enable them to get 
back on pace. 

Unless ways arc found to keep students on pace towards graduation, the dropout rate will continue to 
be unacceptably high. Schools are presently providing services for low-achieving and for at-risk 
students. However, the support and services are insufficient, as evidenced by tlie high numbers of 
overage and at-risk students. There are not enough programs and services to meet the needs of all 
students. Also, some of the existing programs are ineffective. 

There are more than 15,500 overage students in the District, or enough at each level to fill about nine 
elementary schools, four middle schools, and four high schools. We must find a way for these 
students to catch up with their age mates. 
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Introduction 



In 1986, the Texas Legislature approved House Bill 1010, which included a 
provision that specified criteria by which Texas schools would identify 
students at risk of dropping out and notify their parents. As a consequence 
of this educational reform legislation, each Texas school district had to 
operationalize and implement the mandate. 

Secondary At-Risk Criteria 

For purposes of identifying and tracking at-risk students in grades 7-12, in 
compliance with H.B. 1010, the Office of Research and Evaluation (ORE) 
in the Austin Independent School District (AISD) developed operational 
defmitions for each of the four major State-mandated criteria. These defmi- 
tions, along with a brief descriptor, are detailed in Figure 1, 



Figure 1: AISD Operational Derinitions 






Local 


Brief ^ 


State Criterion 


Operational Definition 


Descriptor 


Not advr.iced from one grade 


Two or more years older 


Age 


level to the next for two 


than expected Tor the 


or more school years 


grade level 




Has mathematics or reading 


Two or more years below 


Ach 


skills that are two or more 


grade level as measured by 




yearj; below grade level 


a norm-referenced achieve- 






ment tfSt 




Has failed two or more 


Has two or more F*s in a 


Fs 


courses in one or more 


semester 




semesters and is not expec- 






ted to graduate within four 






years of the time the student 






entered the ninth grade 






Has failed one or more of 


Has failed one or more of the Texas 


TEAMS 


the reading, writing, or 


Educational Assessment of Mini- 




mathematics sectioiu of the 


mum Skills (TEAMS) 




most recent TEAMS test 


Mathematics* Reading* or 




beginning with the seventh 


Writing tests, most recent 




grade 


score 




— 




— J 



See Figure 2 (H.B. 1010: The State At-Risk Criteria) for a fiill description of the 
Texas at-risk criteria. ORG subsequently extended the State at-risk criteria, 
developing 22 individual at-risk categories to better pinpoint differential dropout 
rates. See the section entitled "Categories of At-Risk Students" on page 20 for a 
description of the 22 categories and how they are used to identify and track at- 
risk secondary students. 
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Figure 2: H.B. 1010: The State At-Risk Criteria 



H.B. 1010, passed by the Texas State 
Legislature in 1986 and taking effect 
September 1, 1987, relates to reduciiig tlie 
number of students who drop out of public 
school. Section 4 (Oof this bill states: 

For the purposes of this section, "student at 
risk of dropping out of school" includes 
each student in grades seven through 12 
who is under 21 years of age and who: 

(1) was not advanced from one grade 
level to the next two or more school 
years; 

(2) has mathematics or reading skills that 
are two or more years below grade 
level; 

(3) did not maintain an average equiva- 
lent to 70 on a scale of 100 in two or 
more courses during a semester, or is 
not maintaining such an average in 
two or more courses in the current 
semester, and is not expected u> 
graduate within four years of the date 
the student begins the ninth grade; or 

(4) did not perform satisfactorily on an 
assessment instrument administered 
under Section 21.SSl(a) of this code 
in \he seventh* ninth, or twelfth 
grade. 



Grades 7-12 
19TAC7S.l95(cUn-m 

Below 21 years of age and meet one or 
more of the fcilowing: 

(1) has not been promoted one or more 
times in grades 1-6 based on 
academic criteria established in 
subsections (a) and (b) of this 
section and continues to be unable 
to master the esseruial elements in 
the 7th or higher grade level; 

(2) is two or more years below grade 
level in reading or mathematics; 

(3) has failed at least two courses in 
one or more semester's and is not 
expected to graduate within four 
years of the tune the studeiu entered 
the 9th grade; or 

(4) has failed one or more of the 
reading, writing, oi mathematics 
sections of the most recent TEAMS 
test beginning with th^- seventh 
grade. 



Grades 7^12 
TEC21>5S7 m 

Under 21 years of age and who: 



(1) was not advanced from one grade 
level to the next two or more school 
years; 

(2) has mathematics or reading skills 
that are two or more years below 
grade level; 

(3) did not maintain an average 
equivalent to 70 on a scale of 100 in 
two or more courses in the current 
semester, and is not expected to 
graduate within four years of the 
date the student begins the ninth 
grade; or 



(4) did not perform satisfactorily on an 
assessment instrument adminin- 
stered under Section 21 .SS 1(a) of 
this code in the seventh, ninth* or 
twelfth grade. 



K3, 1010 amended the Texu Educatloii Code (TEC) gulddlnes wlilcli are conUlned \m the 
Texas Admiabtrative Code (TAQ* Provtsknt In both tlie TEC and TAC must be Implemented 
as law. 

A student who meets one or mere of these criteria shall be klentifledu at risk. A sCuilenI does 
not hate to meei aN fonr crMeria lo be consMered at risk. 



OpUofial criteria for identifying at-risk 
itMdenti» gtado 1*12* are also Included as 
fodowa: 



Grades 1-12 
Optiv ' -ial criteria; 



* environmental factors, 

^Utnilial factors, 

^ economic factors, 

^ social factors, 

^ devek)pmental factors, 

^ other psychosocial factors where 
such factor contributes to the 
student's inability to progress 
academically. 



Optional criter ia: 

^adjudged delinquent; 

* abuses drugs/akohol; 

* limited English proficiency 

^ receives compensatory or remedial 
instruction; 

^sexually, physically, or psychologi- 
cally abused; 

* pregnant; 

* sk>w learner, 
^underachiever, 
^enrolls late in school year, 

* stops attending school before the 
end of the school year, 

^unmotivated; or 

^ other characteristics that iivJicate the 
student is at high risk of dropping 
out 
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Elementary At-Risk Criteria 

H.B. 1010 required that 
elementary students in 
grades 1-6 be identified as at 
risk if they were one or niore 
years overage. Overage was 
used as a proxy for retention 
by AISD, the only required 
criteria for elementary 
students in grades 1-6 from 
1987-88 through 1989-90 
(See Figure 3). 



Figure 3: Elementary Criteria 
19X7-88 to 1989-90 





Local Operational 


Brief 


State Criteria 


Definition 


Descriptor 


Not advanced 


One or more years 


Age 


from one grade 


older than ex - 




level to the next 


pected for the 




for one or more 


grade level 




school years 







Figure 4: Elementary Criteria 
1990-91 to present 



State Criteria 


Local Operational 
Definition 


Brief 1 

Descriptor 1 


Not advaiiced from one 
grade level to the next for 
one or more school years 


One or moie years older 
tlian expected for the 
grade level 


Age 1 


Has mathematics or 
reading skills that are not 
satisfactory 


Below the thirtieth 
percentile as measured by 
a norm-referenced 
achievement test 


Ach 1 


Did not perform satisfac- 
torily on a readiness test 


Eelow the thirtieth 
percentile on the Metro- 
politan Readiness Reading 
Tests 


MRT 1 


Has failed one or more of 
the reading, writing, or 
mathematics sections 
the most recent assess- 
ment test 


Has failed one or more of 
the Texas Educational 
Assessment of Minimum 
Skills (TEAMS) Math 
ematics, Reading, or 
Writing test, most recent 
score 


TEAMS 


Is a student of limited 
English proficiency 


Hon^ language other than 
English, scored below 
fortieth percentile on 
ITBS,andhasnot 
mastered TEAMS 


LEP 



Senate Bill 1668, 
which became 
effective in the 
fall of 1990, 
increased the 
mandated criteria 
for identifying at- 
risk elementary 
students and 
extended the 
reach of previous 
legislation to 
include the identi- 
fication of 
prekindergarden 
and kindergarten 
at-risk elementary 
students as well as 
students in grades 
one through six 
(sec Figure 4). 
Figure 5 describes 
in detail the Texas 
At-Risk Criteria 
as it applies to 
elementary 
students. 
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Figure 5: 

The State At-Risk Criteria for Elementary Students 



S,B, 1668. passed by the Texas Stale. 
Legislature in the Spring of 1989 and 
taking effect Scptcr bcr 1, 1989, relates 
to reducing the number cf students who 
drop out of public school. Section 6 of 
this bill amends TEC 21 ^57: 

For the purposes of this section, **student 
at risk of dropping out of school" 
includes each student in Pre*^Kindergar- 
ten through sixth grade who: 

(a) did not perform satisfactorily on a 

readiness test or assessment 
instrument administered at the 
beginning of the school year; 

(b) did not perform satisfactorily on an 

assessment instrument adminis- 
tered under Section 21.SSl(a) of 
this code in the third or fifth 
grade; 



19 TAG 75.195(c) 
remains in effect, 
impacting the identifica< 
lion of at-risk elementary 
students as follows: 



Students in grades one thrcugh six who fail 
to meet the requirements for promotion in 
subsection (6) of this section shall be 
identified as at risk. 



(c) is u student of limited 

English proficiency, as 
defmed by Section 21.452 
of this code; 

(d) is sexually, physically, or 

psychologically abused; 

(e) engages in conduct 

described by Sei;tion 
51.03(a), FamiW Code; or 



(0 is otherwise identified as at risk under 
rules adopted by the State Board of 
Education. 

S.B. 1668 amended the Texas Education Code 
(TEC) guidelines which are contained in the 
Texas Administrative Code (TAC). Provisions In 
both the TEC and TAC must be implemented as 
law. A student who meets one or more of these 
criteria shall be Identifled as at risk. A student 
does not have to meet all criteria to be considered 
at risk. 



TEAMS was used as the criterion- 
referenced test to identify at-risk stu- 
dents for the school year 1990-91. With 
the state change from TEAMS to the 
Texas Assessment of Academic Skills 
(TAAS), the most recent criterir 
referenced test score whether TEi iMS 
or TAAS will be used to identify at-risk 
students for 1991-92. As more students 
take TAAS, the TEAMS will be phased 
out. See Annual Report on Student 
Achievement 1990-91 (Publication No. 
90.48) for more information on TEAMS 
and TAAS- 



Additional Criteria 
For identifying at-risk students in PK-12: 

S.B. 1668! .,.cach nonhandicapped student 
who resides in a residential placement 
facility in a district in which the students 
parent or legal guardian does not reside, 
including a detention facility, substance 
abuse treatment facility, emergency 
shelters, psychiatric hospital, halfway 
house, or foster family group home. 

19 TAC 7S,19S!. ..each homeless student, 
as deflned by the Texas Education 
Agency*s State Plan for the Education of 
Homeless Children and Youth, shall be 
identified as at risk. 



AISD does not maintain centralized computer files on students who have been 
sexually, physically, or psychologically abused, reside in a residential treatment 
facility, who are homeless, or who are delinquent. Therefore, those criteria are not 
used to identify at-risk students by the ORE. School personnel are responsible for 
identifying and serving the needs of those students on the local campus and adding 
them to the at-risk list. 



The State Board of Education has not specified any other rules for identifying at- 
risk students at this time. 
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Following the implementation of S.B. 1668, four new categories, applicable to 
elementary only, were added to the 22 AISD at-risk categories. For a full discus- 
sion of the at-risk categories and how they relate to the elementary level, see page 
35. 

Comparison of Secondary and Elementary At-Risk Criteria 

The State-mandated criteria for identifying students as at risk has differed be- 
tween the secondary and elementary levels since its initial implementation. The 
criteria for secondary originally included the factors of retention (overage), course 
failure (F's), criterion test scores (TEAMS), and norm-referenced test scores 
(achievement, or ITBS/TAP). These have not changed for secondary. 

The criteria for elementary originally required only that students who had been 
retained (overage) were to be identified. That was modifed with SB 1668 so that 
now the criteria for elementary include some of the same factors as secondary: 
retention (overage), criterion test scores (TEAMS/TAAS), and norm-referenced 
test scores (achievement, or ITBS/TAP), Elementary differs from secondary in 
that the elementary criteria do not include course failure (F's), but do include first 
grade standardized test (MRT) and limited English proficiency (LEP). 



Figure 6: 1 
Comparison of Secondary and Elementary State At-Risk Criteria 


Secondary (7-12) 


Elementary (PK-6)* 


1987-88 to 1989-90 Since 1990-91 


1987-88 to 1989-90 1990^1 to present 


Age Age 
TEAMS TEAMS/TAAS 
Achievement Achievement 
Fs F's 


Age Age 

TEAMS/TAAS 
Achievement 
MRT (1st only) 
LEP 



*Grades PK-K were added to grades 1-6 in 1990-91 
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Identification of At-Risk Students 

Prior to the implementation of House Bill 1010, ORE had been providing infor- 
mation to the schools to assist them in identifying students in need of attention. 
ORE has continued to provide this information, which consists of: 

* New attendance listings sent the week prior to the fall opening of school. 
This list contains all new students assigned to the school with two years of 
attendance history. 

* Information for assessing risk status. The information for all students in- 
cludes two years of reading and mathematics percentiles on either the ITBS or 
TAP, the percent of days absent for one or two years, and age. Beginning in 
1990, an indication if the student qualified to receive services by special 
education or is Limited English Proficient (LEP) was included. For high 
school students the grade point average while in high school and the number 
of F's the previous year is included. 

Since 1986, ORE has used the State-mandated criteria to identify the students 
who are at risk of dropping out of school. All schools have been provided with: 

* Lists of all at-risk students in their school. The lists contain each student's age, 
years above/below grade for age, reading grade equivalent and percentile, and 
mathematics grade equivalent and percentile. Additionally, if a high school 
student failed two courses in a semester and/or failed any TEAMS, that 
information is provided as well. 

Secondary schools have also received: 

* Lists of all high-risk students in their school. This has included a list by 
category of the six highest risk categories of at-risk students. 

* Preliminary listing of at-risk students to be used for counseling for classes and 
identification for dropout intervention programs prior to the av ailability of the 
official list. 
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Parental Notification 

As required by House Bill 1010, AISD, through Secondary Education, has 
notified parents of students in grades 7-12 who are at risk of dropping out of 
school. See Attachments I-l and 1-2 for samples of letters sent to parents. 
Parents of students at risk for factors other than TEAMS/TAAS received the 
at-risk letter. Parents of students failing TEAMS/TAAS and any other factor 
received the TEAMS/TAAS letter and the at-risk letter. Parents of students 
who arc at risk because of failing TEAMS/TAAS and no other factor received 
only the letter concerning the need to pass TEAMS/TAAS before graduation. 
Parents of students who are at risk because of being two or more years below 
in achievement and no other factor received no letter as they had already been 
notified of their child's stattis. 

Sixth Graders in Middle School 

In AISD, sixth graders are located on both elementary and secondary cam- 
puses. Regardless of location, sixth graders are evaluated for risk status using 
the grades PK-6 elementary criteria. Sixth graders housed on elementary 
campuses are included in the elementary section of this report. Sixth graders 
housed on secondary campuses are treated separately in this report, because 
they arc neither elementary students nor tracked for dropping out as are stu- 
dents in grades 7-12. 

Optional Criteria Nominations 

For tJ ij purposes of research, schools were encouraged to send ORE a list of 
students identified by the optional TEA criteria but^ot identified as at risk by 
the mandated criteria. The schools nominated 623 elementary students, 6 
grade 7-8 students (all from Martin), and 18 grade 9-12 sttidents (all from 
McCallum) as at risk by the optional TEA criteria. 

The 623 elementary nominations canw from 13 different schools and ranged 
from a low of 4 sttidents to a high of 296 sttidents. Excluding the high of 296, 
the average number of students nominated by each school was 27. The major- 
ity (78%) of the Sttidents was low income and below grade level in achieve- 
ment, and fell further below grade level during the 1990-91 school year. 
However, they were not far enough below to be identified by the mandated 
criteria. 
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Secondary At-Risk Student 




This section uses statistics and graphics to paint a portrait of the at-risk status of 
students in grades 7-12. The main part of the section describes and analyzes the 
secondary population from two perspectives: the population of all secondary 
students and the population of secondary at-risk students. Both perspectives are 
further divided into grade, ethnicity, and sex groupings. The population of 
secondary at-risk students is grouped by level as well. Finally, the location and 
the categories of the at-risk students are examined. 

How Many Students Are At-Risk? 

For grades 7-12, the number of students considered at risk by the State criteria in 
each of the past four years is provided in Figure 8. These numbers represent 
almost half of the secondary students for each of the last four years. 

What Proportions of Groups Are At Risk? 

For the last four years, a determination has been made of the at-risk status (as of 
October 30) of each student in grades 7-12. The most important findings are: 

• The number of students considered at risk ranges from a low of 41% to a 
high of 46% of the enrollment. 

• High school students (56%) are more likely to be at risk than junior high 
school students (28-33%), 

• A greater proportion of the Hispanic (54-60%) and Black (59-61%) 
enrollment is identified as at risk than American Indian (33-47%), Asian 
(34-40%), or White (25-31%). 

• More males (46-51%) are at risk than females (37-41%). 
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Figure 7: 

Percent of Total Enrollment Identified as At Risk, Grades 7-12 

1987-88 to 1990-91 
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Figure 8: 

Percent of Enrollment Identified At Risk, by Grade, Grades 7-12 

As of October 30, 1987 - 1990 
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Figure 9: 

Percent of Enrollment Identified At Risk, by Ethnicity, Grades 7-12 

As of October 30, 1987 - 1990 



Percent At Risk 

100 1 









Oct. 30, 1987 


H Oct. 30, 1988 


80 




1 1 


Oct. 30, 1989 


BB Oct. 30, 1990 




Am. Indian Asian Black Hispanic White 



Date 



% of Enrollment 


% of Enrollment 


%of Enrollment 


% of Enrollment 


Oct. 30. 1987 


Oct. 30. 1988 


Oct. 30. 1989 


Oct. 30. 1990 












Am. Indian 


32.8 


47.2 


31.9 


43.5 


Asian 


39.8 


37.1 


35.3 


34.1 


Blacl: 


60.7 


61.0 


58.7 


59.5 


Hispanic 


58.5 


59.6 


54.1 


56.9 


White 


29.0 


31.1 


25.0 


26.9 


Total 


44.3 


46.1 


41.4 


43.3 
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Figure 10: 

Percent of Enrollment Identified At Risk, by Sex, Grades 7-12 

As of October 30, 1987 - 1990 



Percent At Risk 

100 I 









Oct. 30, 1987 


H Oct. 30, 1988 


80 






Oct. 30, 1989 


Oct. 30, 1990 



60 




Male Female 

Date 



% of Enrollment 


%ctfEnn)llm''nt 


%of Enrollment 


% of Enrollment 


Oct. 30. 1987 




Oct. 30. 1989 


Oct. 30. 1990 










Male A9A 


50.7 


46.0 


47.0 


Female 390 


41.4 


36.7 


39.6 


Total 44.3 


46.1 


41.4 


43.3 
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Who Are the At-Risk Students? 

More of the secondary at-risk students are in high school than in grades 7-8. 
More at-risk students arc in grade 9 than any other secondary grade. Morc of the 
at-risk students are Hispanic than any other ethnic group and taore of the at-risk 
students are male than female. 

By level and by grade . The majority of the secondary at-risk students are high 
school students. Considering that high school spans four years compared to two 
years for the grades 7-8, this finding is not surprising. More at-ri^ students are in 
grade 9 than any other grade. The fewest number of at-risk students are in grade 
12. The clustering of many at-risk students in grade 9 and the few in grade 12 is 
probably the result of high retentions in grade 9 and the high numbers of dropouts 
in grades 9 and 11. See Caution: Hazardous Grades (Publication No. 90.26) for 
more information about ninth graders. Figures 12 and 13 display the information 
on at-risk students by level and grade. 

Figure 11: 

Summary Statistics for Grade 7-12 At-Risk Students 



1987-88 
N % 



1988-89 
N % 



1989-90 
N % 



1990-91 
N % 



At-risk icvgl 
Grades 7-8 
Grades 9-12 



3,697 
7.633 



32.6 
67.4 



3.248 
8.420 



27.8 
72.2 



3.172 
7.587 



29.5 
70.5 



3.018 
8.023 



27.3 
72.7 
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2.040 


18.0 
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1,581 


14.3 
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1.657 


14.6 


1.466 


12.6 


1366 


14.6 


1.437 


13.0 


9 


2.633 


23.2 


2.759 


23.6 


2,905 


27.0 


3.046 


27.6 


10 


2.165 


19.1 


2.081 


17.8 


1330 


17.0 


2,249 


20.4 


11 


1.776 


15.7 


1.815 


15.6 


1,705 


15.8 


1,553 


14.1 


12 


1,059 


9.3 


1.765 


15.1 


1,147 


10.7 


1,175 


10.6 



Am. Indian 


19 


0.2 


34 


0.3 


23 


0.2 


30 


0.3 


Asian 


231 


2.0 


216 


1.9 


208 


1.9 


210 


1.9 


Black 


3,212 


28.3 


3,226 


27.6 


3,148 


29.3 


3,122 


283 
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4304 


38.0 


4,547 


39.0 


4,426 


41.4 




41.7 


White 


3,564 


31.5 


3,645 


312 


2,954 


27.5 


3,080 


27.9 


At-risk sg?^ 




















6395 


56.4 
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55.9 


6,046 


56.2 


6,104 
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4,935 


43.6 


5,151 


44.1 


4,713 


43.8 


4,937 


44.7 


Total 
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11,668 
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10,759 


100.0 


11,041 


100.0 
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Figure 12: 

At-Risk Students By Level, Grades 7-12 

1987-88 to 1990-91 



Percent of At-Risk by Level 
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School Year 
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1990-91 
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Grades 7-8 


3,697 


32.6 
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7,633 
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Total 
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Figure 13: 

At-Risk Students By Grade, Grades 7-12 
1987-88 to 1990-91 
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14.1 


12 


1,059 


9.3 


1,765 


15.1 


1,147 


10.7 


1,175 


10.6 


Total 


11,330 


100.0 
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Py gthnicUy. The majority (38.0% - 41.7%) of at-risk students is Hispanic and 
the percentage has steadily increased during the period studie-d. For the years 
1987-88 and 1988-89, there were more White (31.5% and 31.2%, respectively) 
than Black (28.3% and 27.6%, respectively) at-risk students. This reversed for 
the years 1989-90 and 1990-91 with more Black (29.3% and 28.3%) than White 
(27.5% and 27.9%) at-risk students. Very few at-risk students each year are 
American Indian or Asian (see Figure 14). The declining proportion of White 
students and the increasing proportion of Hispanic students in the at-risk popula- 
tion parallels the trends in the AISD population. 



Figure 14: 

At-Risk Students By Ethnicity, Grades 7-12 
1987-88 to 1990-91 
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By sex . Each of the past foui' years, more of the at-risk students have been male 
(55.3% - 56.4%) than female (43.6% - 44.7%). See Figure 15. 



Figure 15: 
At-Risk Students By Sex, Grades 7-12 
1987-88 to 1990-91 
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Where Are the At-Risk Students? 

The secondary schools with the highest percentages of at-risk students varied in 
order but were the same campuses in 1989-90 and 1990-91 (see Figure 16). In 
1989-90 one campus, an alternative campus, had more than 75% of its students at 
risk. This total increased to foui* campuses, all alternative, in 1990-91. With the 
increase in numbers of campuses at the highest end of the scale, there was a de- 
crease in the numbers of campuses in the 50% to 75% range. Two middle schools, 
Pearce and Mendez, now have higher percentages of at-risk students than five of 
the high schools. See Attachments IH-l, III-2, IV-1, IV-2, and IV-5 through IV-8. 



Figure 16: 

At-Risk Percentages by Location/ Grades 6-12 
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Where appropriate, the percentages in Figure 16 include grade 6, in order to 
portray more accurately the proportion of students at that campus identified at 
risk. 

rhe schools with the largest numbers of at-risk students are predominantly high 
schools (see Figure 17). This is not surprising, because the high school popula- 
tions are larger than the populations of junior highs and middle schools. The one 
exception is Mendez, which has more at-risk students than Anderson. Excluding 
alternative campuses, four of five high school campuses with the highest percent- 
ages of at-risk students also had the highest numbers of at-risk students. 



Figure 17: 
Ten Secondary Schools with Highest 
Numbers of At-Risk Students 
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How Many Students Does Each Component of the Criteria Identify? 

For four years, the largest number of at-risk students has been identified by the 
TEAMS Writing component (see Figure 18). The smallest number of students has 
been identified by TEAMS Language. The number of students who are overage 2+ 
years (and overage 1+ years), the number of students who are two or more years 
below in mathematics achievement and the number of students two or more years 
below in reading achievement has been increasing. The number of students identi- 
fied as at risk because of TEAMS Reading, TEAMS Math, TEAMS Language, and 
TEAMS Writing has been decreasing. The number of students identified by F's i 
decreased then increased. 
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Figure 18: Secondary At-Risk Students by Criteria Component 
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J,UOl 11.0 
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6.807 


26.7 


Rp/)r1in(y Aphipvpmpnf 






A idi i^n 

HjlHl lO.U 


4.351 


17.1 


Mathematics Achievement 


2.929 11.4 


2.776 11.0 


3.227 12.4 


3.856 


15.1 


TEAMS Reading 


3.080 12.0 


3.094 12.2 


2.753 10.6 


2.594 


10.2 


TEAMS Mathematics 


3.462 13.5 


3,538 14.0 


3.015 11.6 


2.759 


10.8 


TEAMS Language 


212 0.8 


331 1.3 


137 0.5 


127 


0.5 


TEAMS Writing 


5.757 22.5 


5,469 21.6 


4.963 19.1 


4.562 


17.9 


Fs 


2.185 8.5 


3,367 13.3 


2.553 9.8 


2,938 


11.5 



"^Duplicated count means categories are not mutually exclusive. 
*"''Not a component; included for infomiation only. 



While helpful, the information on students at risk by criteria components left many 
questions unanswered. How many students were overage and failed TEAMS? 
How many students were overage, did not have F's, had not failed TEAMS, and 
were not below on achievement? Did at-risk students who dropped out display 
different characteristics from at-risk students who graduated or stayed in school? 
The researchers believed that a further analysis of the information would be helpful. 



Categories of At-Risk Students 



ORE subsequently extended the State at-risk criteria to develop individual at-risk 
categories for purposes of more closely tracking and identifying at-risk students. 
Twenty-two categories were developed by creating one category for each part of the 
State at-risk criteria and then combining the various components of the criteria. 

For example, category one is for the student who is two or more years older than 
expected for the grade level only (but who is noi below in achievement, does nol 
have F's, and did nol fail TEAMS). Category two is for the student who scored two 
or more years below grade level on reading only, (but nd mathematics a"'' who is 
not overage, does nol have F's and did not fail TEAMS). Category 12 is for the 
student who is two or more years overage and failed at least one of the sections of 
the TEAMS (but does not have F's and is not below in achievement). The defini- 
tions of each category may be found in Figure 20. 

The category with the most at-risk students for the last four years has been the 
category of achievement and TEAMS. More secondary students are at-risk because 
they have failed TEAMS and are below in achievement than any other combination. 
Interestingly, while this category has had the most at-risk students, this category has 
been the source of few dropouts. For more information about the relationship 
between at-risk students and dropouts see At-Risk Students and Dropouts: Trends 
Across Four Years (Publication No. 90.43). 
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Figure 19: Grade 7-12 At-Risk Students by Category 
1987-88 to 1990-91 

Unduplicated Count* 

1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 
Frequency Frequency Frequency 



1990-91 
Frequency 



0 


Not At Risk 


14,257 


13,624 


15,239 


14.427 


1 


Age 


1,113 


941 


1,021 


906 


2 


Reading Achievement 


662 


555 


770 


854 


3 


Mathematics Achievement 


321 


214 


327 


538 


4 


2F8 


726 


1,182 


560 


552 


5 


TEAMS Reading 


229 


301 


244 


220 


6 


TEAMS Mathematics 


374 


336 


257 


207 


7 


TEAMS Langiiage 


18 


16 


4 


5 


8 

u 


TEAMS Wfitini 


632 


523 


500 


433 


9 


TEAMS Writine ComiX)sition 


1,246 


1,258 


903 


896 


10 


Age» Reading Achievement or Mathematics Achievement 


215 


180 


218 


199 


11 


Aee.2Fs 


163 


296 


387 


579 


12 


Afie TEAMS fanv) 


377 


369 


365 


268 


13 


Math Aduevement a heading Achievement & 2 Fs 


189 


366 


232 


250 


14 


Math Adiievement or Reading Achievement A, TEAMS (any) 


2.054 


2,033 


2,137 


2,202 


15 


2 Fs. TEAMS (any) 


354 


442 


276 


271 


16 


Age, Mathematics Achievement or Reading Achievement, & 2 Fs 


64 


84 


137 


226 


17 


Age, Math Achievement or Read Achievement and TEAMS (any) 


410 


355 


335 


272 


18 


Age. 2 FS,& TEAMS (any) 


92 


164 


252 


307 


19 


Age, Math Achicvcmcm, Read Adiievement, 2 Fs & TEAMS (any) 140 


212 


346 


392 


20 


Mathematics Achievement & Reading Achievement 


418 


234 


446 


570 


21 


TEAMS (two) 


1,074 


986 


679 


533 


22 


Math Achievement or Read Achievement, 2 Fs & TEAMS (any) 


459 


363 


363 


361 


Total At Risk 
Total EnroHmeni 


11330 
25,587 


11,668 
25,292 


10.759 
25,998 


11.041 
25,468 



♦Unduplicated coimt means student is in one and only one category. 
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Figure 20: 

Definitions of Secondary Risk Category Codes 



Risk 

Gate- Risk 
gory Factors 



1 Age 

2 Read Ach 

3 Malh Ach 

4 2Fs 

5 TEAMS Read 

6 TEAMS Malh 

7 TEAMS Lang 

8 TEAMS Wrilc 

9 TEAMS WComp 

10 Age, Read Ach or 
Malh Ach 

11 Age.2Fs 

12 Age, TEAMS (any) 



13 

14 

15 
16 

17 

18 
19 

20 

21 
22 



Math Ach or 
Read Ach&2Fs 

Malh Ach or Read 
Ach & TEAMS (any) 



Definition 



Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level 

Student scored two or more years below grade level in reading on a norm-referenced, standardized 
achievement test (either the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills or the Tests of Achievement and iWiciency) 

Student scored two or more years below grade level in mathematics on a noim refercnccd, standardized 
achievement test (either the ITBS or the TAP) 

Student failed at least two courses during a semester 

Student failed the reading section on the most recent administration of the State-mandated, criterion- 
referenced Texas Educational Assessment of Minimum Skills (TEAMS) (grades 7 & 9 only) 

Student failed the mathematics section of the TEAMS 

Student failed the language arts section of the Exit Levcl TEAMS (grades 1 1 &12 only) 
Student failed the writing section of the TEAMS (Grades 7 & 9 only) 

Student tailed only the writing composition portion of the TEAMS Writing test (grades 7 & 9 only) 

Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level and scored two or more years below 
grade level in reading or mathematics on the ITBS or TAP 

Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level and failed at least two courses during 
a semester 

Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level and failed at least one of the sections 
of the TEAMS 

Student scored two or more years belcw grade level in mathematics or reading on the ITBS or the TAP 
and failed at least two courses during a seme::ter 

Student scored two or more years below grade level in mathematics or reading on the ITBS or the TAP 
and failed at least one of the sections of the TEAMS 



2 Ps, TEAMS (any) >tudent failed at least two courses during a semester and failed at least one of the sections of the TEAMS 



Age, Math Ach or Read 
Ach,&2Ps 

Age, Math Ach or Read 
Ach. & TEAMS (any) 



Age,2Fs,& 
TEAMS (any) 

Age, Math Ach or 
Read Ach, 2 Fs, 
& TEAMS (any) 

Math Ach & 
Read Ach 

TEAMS (two) 

Malh Ach or 
Read Ach, 2 Fs, 
& TEAMS (any) 



Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level, scored two or more years below grade 
level in mathematics or reading on the ITBS or the TAP, and failed at least two courses during a semester 

Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level, scored two or more years below 
grade level in mathematics or reading on the ITBS or the TAP, and failed at least one of the sections of 
the TEAMS 

Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level, failed at least one of the sections d* 
the TEAMS 

Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level, scored two or more years below 
grade level in mathematics or reading on the ITBS or the TAP, failed at least two courses during a 
semester, and failed at least one of the sections of the TEAMS 

Student scored two or more years below g *ade level in mathematics and in reading on the ITBS or the 
TAP 

Student failed at least two sections of the TEAMS 

Student scored two or more years below grade level in mathematics or reading on the ITBS or the TAP, 
failed at least two courses during a semester, and failed at least one of the sections of the TEAMS 
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Elementary At-Risk Students 



This section of the report follows the same pattern as the section on secondary at- 
risk students, using graphs and statistics to describe the status of at-risk students in 
grades PK-6. The main part of the section describes and analyzes the elementary 
population from two perspectives: the population of all elementary students and the 
population of elementary at-risk students. Both perspectives are further divided into 
grade, ethnicity, and sex groupings. Finally, the last part examines the location and 
the categories of the at-risk students. 

How Many Students Are At-Risk? 

For grades PK-6, the number of students considered at risk by the State criteria was 
5,320 (20.0%) in 1988-89, 5,198 (18.7%) in 1990-91, and 12,514 (33.2%) in 1990- 
91 (sec Figures 21 and 22). The ir crease in the number of at-risk elementary 
students in the last year is attributable to a broadening of the definition from only 
overage to include additional factors, as explained on page 3 of this report. 

Even though the State did not implement criteria (other than overage) for elemen- 
tary until 1990, ORE had already been compiling data on students in grades 1-6 for 
the same categories as secondary students in order to better explore the relationship 
beween at-risk stauis at the elementary level and dropping out at the secondary 
level. Because it was not known at that time that LEP and MRT would be required 
by the State, or that the reach of the criteria would be broadened to include PK and 
K, statistics on those factors were not included in those analyses. 

With a few noted exceptions, the figures in this scctiun display the data from the 
ORE comparison sUidy for this period, instead of the data using the State criteria. A 
simple table. Figure 21, denKMistrates the rationale behind this decision. The num- 
ber of students identified at risk by the state criteria increased dramatically after 
1989, attributable largely to the bioadening of criteria definition. On t^e other 
hand, the data in the ORE study was more consistent, allowing for better compari- 
sons. Because of the addition of MRT and LEP, and PK and K, comparisons 
between 1988 and 1989 with 1990 should be made with caution. 



Figure 21: Comparison 
Alternate ORE Cor 


of State Crite 
nparison Crit( 


ria with 
eria 


Number At Risk 
Total Enrollment 
Percent At Risk 


1988 
State AlL 
5,320 11,600 

26,593 
20.0 43.6 


1989 
State AlL 
5,198 10,337 
27,740 
18.7 37.3 


1990 
State Alt. 
12,514 12,514 
37,671 
33.2 33.2 



Figure 22: 
Percent of Total Enrollment 
Identified as At Risk, Grades PK-6 
1988-89 to 1990-91 



Percent 

50 1 




1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 

Year 



What Proportions of Groups are At Risk? 

For the last three years, a determination has been made of the at-risk status (as of 
October 30) of each student in Grades 1-6. Beginning in 1990, pre kindergarten 
and kindergarten were included in the analyses. The most important findings are: 

* The number of students considered at risk is 33-42% of the enrollment. 

* The majority of at-risk students become at risk while at the elementary 
level. 

* A greater proportion of the Hispanic (45-56%) and Black (33-60%) 
enrollment is identified as at risk than American Indian (23-41%), 
Asian (22-48%) or Wh'^e (19-26%). 

" The use of the MRT greatly increased the number of at-risk students in 
grade one. 

* The number of at-risk students is declining, possibly as a result of 
declining retentions. 
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Figure 23; 

Percent of Enrollment Identified At Risk, by Grade, Grades PK-6 

As of October 30, 1988 - 1990 



100 



80 



60 



40 



20 



Percent At Risk 



Oct. 30, 1088 



I Oct. 30, 1080 iZD Oct. 30, 1000 




PK K Grade 1 Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 

Date 



% of Enrollment 
Oct. 30. 1988 



Grade 




PK 


N/A 


K 


N/A 


1 


41.5 




39.1 


3 


41.9 


4 


43.0 


5 


49.3 


6 


44.1 


Total 


42.8 



%of Enrollment 
Oct. 30. 1989 



% of Enrollment 
Oct. 30. 1990 
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Figure 24: 

Percent of Enrollment Identified At Risk, by Ethnicity, Grades PK-6 

As of October 30, 1988-90 






% of Enrollment 


%of Enrollment 


% of Enrollment 




0?t. 30. 1988* 


Oct. 30. m?* 


Oct. 30. 1990 










Am. Indian 


41.1 


28.3 


22.8 


Asian 


31.4 


22.2 


48.5 


Black 


59.9 


48.1 


33.1 


Hispanic 


55.9 


44.9 


49.5 


1 White 


26.0 


22.4 


18.8 


Total 


42.8 


35.0 


33.2 





♦includes grades 1-6 only 
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Figure 25: 

Percent of Enrollment Identified At Risk, by Sex, Grades PK-6 

As of October 30, 1988-90 
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Who Are The At-Risk Students? 



By Igygl and by gradg. The majority of the elementary at-risk students are in 
later elementary grades (4-6) rather than in earlier grades (PK-3). The highest 
percentage of at-risk students was in grade 1 in 1988-89, grade 4 in 1989-90, 
and again in grade 1 in 1990-91 (see Figure 26 and 27). There is an explana- 
tion for this seeming inconsistency. First graders of 1988-89 were identified 
using the spring 1988 'dndergarten ITBS. That test was discontinued for the 
spring of 1989; consequently, the numbers of identified first graders in the fall 
of 1989 decreased. First grade students in the fall of 1990 were identified 
using the fall MRT with a corresponding increase in the number of identified 
first graders. At this time the factor of LEP was added and accounts for some 
of the increase. 



Figure 26: 

Summary Statistics for Grade PK-6 At-PJsk Students 





1988-89 


1989-90 


1990-91 












li 




At-risk prade 














PK 




N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


621 


5.0 


K 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


839 


6.7 


1 


2,570 


22.1 


756 


7.3 


3,090 


24.7 


2 


2,178 


18.8 


2,197 


21.2 


1.437 


11.5 


3 


2,198 


18.9 


2,188 


21.2 


1,871 


14.9 


4 


2,072 


17.9 


2,158 


24.4 


2,300 


18.4 


5 


2,274 


19.6 


2,336 


22.6 


2.097 


16.7 


6 


311 


2.7 


342 


3.3 


259 


2.1 


At-risk eihnicitv 












Am. Indian 


39 


0.3 


30 


0.3 


23 


0.2 


Asian 


149 


1.3 


115 


1.1 


349 


2.8 


Black 


3,124 


26.9 


2.639 


25.5 


2.334 


18.7 


Hispanic 


5,116 


44.1 


4.626 


44.8 


6.785 


54.2 


White 


3,172 


27.4 


2.927 


28.3 


3.023 


24.2 


At-risk 














Male 


6,409 


55.2 


5.709 


55.2 


6.960 


55.6 


Female 


5,191 


44.8 


4.628 


44.8 


5.554 


44.4 


Total 


11,600 


100.0 


10,337 


100.0 


12,514 


100.0 
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Figure 27: 

At-Risk Students By Grade, Grades PK-6 
1988-89 to 1990-91 



Percent of At-Risk by Grade 
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198S-89 



1989-90 



1990-91 











2l 


Hi 




fi^urisk grade 










621 


5.0 


PK 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


K 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


839 


6.7 


1 


2.570 


22.1 


756 


7.3 


3,090 


24.7 


2 


2,178 


18.8 


2,197 


21.2 


1,437 


11.5 


3 


2.195 


18.9 


2,188 


21.2 


1,871 


14.9 


4 


2,072 


17.9 


2,518 


24.4 


2,300 


18.4 


5 


2,274 


19.6 


2336 


22.6 


2,097 


16.7 


6 


311 


2.7 


342 


3.3 


259 


2.1 


Total 


11,600 


100.0 


10,337 


100.0 


12^14 


100.0 
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By ethnicity, in 1990-91 the majority (54.2%) of at-risk students was Hispanic. 
White at-risk students (24.2%) outnumbered the Black at-risk students (19.7%). 
Very few elementary at-risk students each year are American Indian (0.2%) or 
Asian (2.8%). During the period, the percentage of Hispanic students steadily 
increased and the percentage of Black students steadily decreased, which paral- 
lels the overall demographic trend in AISD. See Figure 28. 



Figure 28: 

At-Risk Students By Ethnicity, Grades PK-6 
1988-89 to 1990-91 
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Percent of At-Risk by Grade 




1988-89 1989-90 

School Year 



1990-91 



LJ 


WhIU 




Hispanic 




Black 




Asian 




Am. Indian 





1988-89 


1989-90 


1990-91 




£i 










At-risk ethnicity 










Am. Indian 


39 


0.3 


30 


0.3 


23 0.2 


Asian 


149 


1.3 


115 


1.1 


349 2.8 


Black 


3.124 


26.9 


2,639 


25.5 


2,334 18.6 


Hispanic 


.5,116 


44.1 


4,626 


44.8 


6,785 54.2 


White 


3,172 


27.4 


2,9T1 


28.3 


3,023 24.2 


Total 


11.600 


100.0 


10,337 


100.0 


12,514 100.0 
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By sex . More of the at-risk students are male (55.6%) than female (44.4%). See 



Figure 29. 



Figure 29: 

At-Risk Students By Sex, Grades PK-6 
1988-89 to 1990-91 



100 



Percent of At-Risk by Sex 





1988-89 1989-90 

School Year 



1990-91 



1988-89 



1989-90 



1990-91 









N 








/Vl risk sex 














Male 


6,409 


55.2 


5,709 


55.2 


6,960 


55.6 


Female 


5.191 


44.8 


4,628 


44.8 


5,554 


44.4 


Total 


11,600 


100.0 


10,337 


100.0 


12,514 


100.0 
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Where Arc the At-Risk Students? 

For the figures on location, the percentages and numbers displayed use only the 
State criteria. The ranking of the 10 elementary schools with the highest per- 
centages of at-risk students was much less static than the for the secondary 
schools. Only five schools were in the top 10 all three years. The change in the 
definition of state criteria over the period is partially responsible for this. The 
percentage of schools with more low achieving and/or more LEP students in- 
creased relative to those schools with more overage students. For example, 
Ridgetop ranked ninth in 1988-89, with only 32.5% identified at risk. Following 
the change in criteria, however, Ridgetop ranked first in 1990-91, with 62.3% of 
the student population identified at risk. See Attachments II- 1, 111-4, and IV-4. 

Figure 30: Ten Elementary Schools With 
Highest Percentages of At-Risk Students 



1988-89 


1989-90 


1990-91 


Zavala 


44.44% 


Zavala 


40.46% 


Ridgetop 


62.31% 


Brooke 


43.36% 


Blackshear 


36.51% 


Blackshear 


60.87% 


Sanchez 


38.98% 


Ridgetop 


?4.55% 


Brooke 


59.96% 


Blackshear 


38.84% 


Brooke 


34.15% 


Metz 


59.61% 


Ortega 


36.82% 


Ortega 


33.62% 


Brown 


56.92% 


Becker 


36.22% 


Sanchez 


33.17% 


Allan 


56.4: 


Oak Springs 


35.84% 


Allison 


31.03% 


Zavala 


54.99% 


Campbell 


34.23% 


Becker 


30.91% 


Sanchez 


53.33% 


Ridgetop 


32.54% 


Allan 


28.79% 


Under 


49.43% 


Allan 


30.85% 


Brown 


28.44% 


Oak Springs 


48.08% 
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Figure 31: Ten Elementary Schools With 1 
Largest Numbers of At-Risk Students 


19C8-89 


1989-90 


1990-91 1 


N.A. 


Wooldridge 142 
Blackshear. 138 
Sanchez 137 
Widen 136 
Webb 135 


Linder 389 
Barrington 344 
Widen 342 
Andrews 332 
Wooldridge 323 




Allison 130 
Linder 128 
Andrews 126 
Houston 125 
Zavala 123 


Sanchez 304 
Brown 292 
Wooten 280 
Metz 276 
Brooke 268 



The effect of the change in State criteria is more dramatically displayed by looking 
at the 10 elementary schools with the largest numbers of at-risk students (see 
Figure 31). Only four schools that ranked in the top 10 in 1989-90 remained there 
in 1990-91 following the change in State criteria. Because of its small student 
population, Ridgetop Elementary, which had the highest percentage of at-risk 
students in 1990-91, does not even appear in the top 10 either year. See Attach- 
ments 111-3 and IV-3. For additional information, see Attachments V-1 and V-2. 
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Figure 32: Ten Elementary Schools With 
Largest Numbers of Overage Students 



1988-89 


1989-90 


1990-91 


N.A. 


Wooldridge 


142 


Linder 


151 




Blackshear 


138 


Wooldrige 


145 




Sanchez 


137 


Sanchez 


140 




Widen 


136 


Widen 


138 




Webb 


135 


Barrington 


135 




Allison 


130 


Allison 


133 




Linder 


128 


Patton 


126 




Andrews 


126 


Boone 


123 




Hojston 


125 


Odom 


122 




Zavala 


123* 


Andrews 


121 



It is interesting to note the contribution that numbers of overage students make to a 
school's total number of at-risk students. Four of the five schools having the largest 
number of overage students are in the top five for largest number of at-risk students 
as well. Four schools (Allison, Patton, boone, and Odom) are not in the top 10 for 
numbers of at-risk students but are in the top ten for numbers of overage students. 
Differential practices in retention may contribute to these differences. See Attach- 
ments IV-9 and IV-IO. For additional information, see Attachments III-3, 111-4, V-3, 
and V-4. 
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How Many Students Does Each Component of the Criteria Identify? 

The number of overage students, students below the 30th percentile in reading, 
sturlents below the 30th jercentile in mathematics, and students failing TEAMS 
has decreased each year since 1988-89. This has happened while enrollment has 
increased by one third, causing the percentages for all criteria components to 
decrease. 



Figure 33: Elementary At-Risk Students by Criteria Component 

Duplicated Count* 





1988-89 




1989-90 




1990-91 






Enrollment=26,593 


Enrollment=27,740 


Enrollment=37,671 




N 


% 


N 


% 


N 


% 


Overage 2+ years** 


362 


1.4 


353 


1.3 


335 


0.9 


Overage 1+ years 


5,320 


20.0 


5,198 


18.7 


5,016 


1: ^ 


Reading Achievement 


5,736 


21.6 


4,748 


17.1 


3,622 


9.6 


Mathematics Achievement 


4,655 


17.5 


4,269 


15.4 


3,079 


8.2 


TEAMS Reading 


2,716 


10.2 


2,293 


8.3 


1,958 


5.2 


TEAMS Mathematics 


1,792 


6.7 


1,403 


5.1 


1,215 


3.2 


TEAMS Writing 


2,768 


10.4 


2,337 


8.4 


2,156 


5.7 


LEP 


N/A 




N/A 




4,324 


11.5 


MRT 


N/A 




N/A 




1,985 


5.3 



*Duplicated Count means categories arc not mutually exclusive. 
**Not part of the criteria; included for infonnation only. 



Categories of At-Risk Students 

Following the implementation of H.B. 1010, ORE developed 22 at-risk categories 
as extensions of the State at-risk criteria to study the relationship between being at 
risk at the elementary level and dropping out at the secondary level. These catego- 
ries were developed by creating one category for each part of the State at-risk 
criteria and then forming various combinations. 

For example, category 1 is for the student who is two or more years older than 
expected for the grade level, but who is not below in achievement, does not have 
F's, and did noi fail TEAMS. Category 2 is for the student who scored two or 
more years below grade level on reading, but not mathematics and who is nflt 
overage, does not have F's and did not fail TEAMS. The definitions of each 
category may be found in Figure 35. 



35 4 5 



Following the implementation of S.B. 1668, four new categories, applicable to 
elementary only, were added io tiie 22 AiSD at-risk categories. Category 23 is 
for the student who scored below the 30th percentile on the MRT, but meets no 
other factor. Category 24 is for the student who is limited English proficient, 
but who is not overage, has not failed TEAMS, and did not score below the 30th 
percentile on the ITBS. Category 24 is for the student who is limited English 
proficient and scored below the 30th percentile on the MRT, but who is not 
overage. The final category. Category 25 is for the student who is limited 
English proficient and meets any other factor. 

Even though the State did not implement the criteria for elementary until 1990, 
ORE had already been compiling data on elementary students for some time. 
See Figure 34 for numbers of students in each category for 1988-89 to 1990-91. 
Note that not all secondary categories apply to elementary and that the criterion 
for achievement for secondary is two or more years below grade level, while 
the criterion for achievement for elementary is below the 30th percentile. 

The category with the most at-risk students for the last four years has been the 
category of overage. More students at the elementary level are at-risk because 
they arc overage than any other factor or combination of factors. Interestingly, 
the factor of overage accounts for many of the dropouts at the secondary level. 
For more information about the relationship between at-risk students and drop- 
outs see At-Risk Students and Dro pouts: Trends Across Four Years (Publica- 
tion No. 90.43). 

While the total number of at-risk students increased in 1990-91, each category 
other than the new ones, 23-26, has descreased over the three years. The in- 
crease in at-risk students is accounted for by the new factors of MRT and LEP. 
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Vi^re 34/ Elementary At-Risk Students by Category 
1988-89 to 1990-91 

Unduplicatcd Count* 


1 


Risk 
caiegory 


Risk Factor 


1988-89 
Frequency 


1989-90 
Frequency 


1990-91 
rrvt|UcnLj 


u 


Not at Risk 


14,993 


17,403 


0<i 1 <i7 
Zj,i J / 


1 


Age 


2,571 


2,698 


0 '^ll 


L 


Reading Achievement 


1,385 


1,057 




-5 

J 


Mathematics Achievement 


818 


876 


(i 

o 


r 

J 


TEAMS Reading 


251 


158 




0 


TEAMS Mathematics 


156 


108 




Q 
O 


TEAMS Writing 


559 


438 




10 


Age, Reading Achievement or Mathematics Achievement 


1,032 


1,028 


950 


12 


Age, TEAMS (any) 


511 


375 


345 


1/1 


Mathematics Achievement or Reading Achievement, & 
TEAMS (any) 


1,520 


1,605 


1,227 


17 


Age, Mathematics Achievement or Reading Achievement & 
TEAMS (any) 


1,206 


1,097 


730 


on 


Mathematics Achievement & Reading Achievement 


1345 


738 


87 


01 


TEAMS (two) 


246 


159 


111 
AAA 


01 


MRTonly 


N/A 


N/A 


1 754 

Aft 


Oi* 

Z4 


LEP only 


XT/ A 

IN/A 


M/A 
IN/ A 




Zj 


MRTA.EP 


N/A 


N/A 




26 


LEP and any 


N/A 


N/A 


1,855 




Total at risk 


11,600 


10,337 


12,514 


Total 

♦Unduplicatcd Count: A student can be in only one of the 
above categories. 




26,593 


27,740 


37,671 

i 
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Risk 

Gate- Risk 
gory Factors 



Figure 35: 

Definitions of Risk Category Codes for Grades PK-6 



E>crinition 



1 Age 

2 Read Ach 

3 Math Ach 

5 TEAMS Read 

6 TEAMS Math 
8 TEAMS Write 



Student is one or more year older than expected for the grade level 

Student scored below 30th percentile in reading on a norm-referenced, standardized 
achievement test [the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS)] 

Student scored below 30th percentile in mathematics on a norm-referenced, standard- 
ized achievement test (ITBS) 

Student failed the reading section on the most recent administration of the state-man 
dated, criterion-referenced Texas Educational Assessment of Minimum Skills 
(TEAMS) 

Student failed the mathematics section of the TEAMS 
Student failed the writing section of tJie TEAMS 



10 Age, Read Ach or Student is one or more years older tlian expected for the grade level and scored below 



Math Ach 



30th percentile in reading or mathematics on the ITBS 



12 Age, TEAMS (any) Student is one or more years older than expected for the grade level and failed at least 

one of the sections of the TEAMS 



14 Math Ach or 
Read Ach & 
TEAMS (any) 

17 Age, Math Ach 
or Read Ach, 
& TEAMS (any) 

20 Math Ach & 
Read Ach 

21 TEAMS (two) 

23 MRT only 

24 LEPonly 

25 MRT and LEP 

26 LEP and any 



Student scored below 3()th percentile in mathematics or reading on the ITBS and 
failed at least one of the sections of the TEAMS 

Student is one or more years older than expected for the grade level, scored below 
30th percentile in mathematics or reading on the ITBS , and failed at least one of the 
sections of the TEAMS 

Student scored one or more years below grade level in mathematif:s and in reading 
on the ITBS 

Student failed at least two sections of the TEAMS 

Student scored below 30th percentile on the Metropolitan Readiness Tests (MRT) 
(first grade only) 

Student is identified Limited English Proflcient 

Student scored below 30th percentile on the MRT and is id jnlificd Limited English 
Proficient 

Student is identified Limited English Proficient and any other factor 



Note: Risk categories for PK-6 use the same numbers as risk categories for secondary. Where a 
category is not applicable to PK-6, that number is not included in the table above. 
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I Middle School 6th Graders 



This section of the report follows the same pattern as the sections on secondary at- 
risk students and elementary at-risk students. This section is necessary because 
information on the middle school sixth graders was not included in either of the 
previous sections. Because of the relatively small number of middle school sixth 
graders (4,079 in 1990-91) compared to the total population of AISD, this section is 
shorter than the secondary and elementary sections. This section describes and 
analyzes the middle school 6th grade population from two perspectives: the popu- 
lation of all middle school 6th grade students and the population of at-risk middle 
school 6th grade students. Both perspectives are further divided into sex and 
ethnicity groupings. 

How Many Students Are At-Risk? 

The number and percent of middle school 6th grade students identified at risk by 
State Criteria are displayed in Figure 36. The percent has declined over the three 
years studied. 



Figure 36: 

Percent of Total EnroUment Identtfkd as At Risk, Middle School 6tli Graders 
P«rc«nl At-Rlfk 

100 1 1 




19Sa-89 1900-91 

Year 



Number At Risk 
Total Enrollment 
Percent At Risk 



1988-89 
1.851 
3,687 
50.2 



1989-90 
1,998 
4,043 
49.4 
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What Proportions of Groups are At Risk? 

For the last three years, a determination has been made of the at-risk status (as of 
October 30) of each 6th grade middle school student. The most important findings 
are: 

* The number of students considered at risk ranges from a low of 43.2% to a 
high of 50.2% 

* Black and Hispanic students are the most likely ethnic groups to be at risk. 
In all three years, more than half of the students in these groups were identi- 
fied as at risk (see Figure 37). 

* Males are more likely to be at risk than females (see Figure 38). 



Figure 37: 

Percent of Enrollment IdentiHed At Risk, by Ethnicity, Middle School 6th Graders 

Ai of October 30, 1983- 1990 






1987-88 


1988-89 


1989-90 




n 




n ■ 




M %. 














Am. Indian 


5 


41.7 


1 


50.0 


8 36.4 


Asian 


32 


50.8 


26 


35.1 


17 29.8 


Black 


521 


70.8 


543 


65.2 


471 55.6 


Hispanic 


781 


61.5 


865 


63.8 


834 57.9 


White 


512 


31.9 


557 


31.5 


432 25.2 


Total 


1,851 


50.2 


1,998 


49.4 


1,762 43.2 



40 5 0 



90.41 



Figure 38: 

Percent of Enrollment Identlfled At Risk, by Sex, Middle School 6tta Graders 

As of October 30, 1988 • 1990 




I 

1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 







%. 


U 


3b. 


n 
















48,7 


Male 


1,027 


54,9 


1,135 


53,7 


1,013 


Female 


824 


45,4 


863 


44,8 


749 


37,4 


Total 


1,851 


50,2 


1,998 


49,4 


1,762 


43,2 



o 
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Who Are the At-Risk Students? 



More of the at-risk students are Hispfinic than any other ethnic group (see Figure 
39). After Hispanics, more students are Black in every year except 1988-89. In all 
years, more of the at-risk students are male than female (see Figure 40). 

Figure 39: At-Rtsk Students by Ethnkity, Mid 'le School 6th Graders 

1988-89 to 1990^91 

100 




^ AtlM 



waa-eQ 1909-90 199091 
School Year 





1987-88 


1988-89 


1.989-90 




u 




li 


Si 


h 


& 
















A.n. Indian S 


0.3 


7 


0.3 


8 


0.5 


Asian 


32 


1.7 


26 


1.3 


17 


1.0 


Black 


521 


28.1 


543 


27.2 


471 


26.7 


Hispanic 


781 


42.2 


865 


43.3 


834 


47.3 


White 


512 


27.7 


557 


27.9 


432 


24J 


Total 


1.851 


100.0 


1.998 


100.0 


1.762 


100.0 



FiguT€40: At*RiikStudciiU by So, Middle School MGraden 
19SM9 to 1990-91 



100 



PtroiAt of At-nitk by S«x 




■1 MAlt 



19Sa-69 1999-90 1900-91 

School Year 
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1987-88 


1988-89 


1989-90 














Sex 












Male 


1,027 


55.5 


1,135 


56.8 


1,013 57.5 


Female 


824 


44.5 


863 


43.2 


749 42.5 


Total 


1,851 


100.0 


1.998 


100.0 


1,762 100.0 
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Summary Information for Grades PK-12 
and Additional Analyses 



Tht first part of the final section displays 1990-91 information on the at-risk stu- 
dents in AISD from a global perspective not used in the previous sections. In the 
last part of the section additional analyses on at-risk students are provided. 

In Figures 41 through 43, the number of students identified at risk in each grade is 
displayed. Figure 44 shows the range of the percent at risk by level. 



Figure 41: 1990-91 At-Risk Summary Statistics, Grades PK-6 




Total At Risk 
Total Enrollment 
Percent At Risk 



PK K 1 2 

621 839 3,090 1,437 

2,179 6,044 6,243 5,967 

28.5 13.9 49.5 24.1 



Figure 42: 1990-91 At-Risk Summary Statistics, Grades 6-8 Middle School 




Total At Risk 
Total Enrollment 
Percent At Risk 



Figure 43: 1990-91 At-Risk Siunmary Statistics, Grades 9-12 





9 


10 


11 


12 


TOTAL 


Total At Risk 


3,046 


2,249 


1,553 


1,175 


8,023 


Total Enrollment 


5,894 


4,104 


3,398 


3,067 


16,463 


Percent At Risk 


51.7 


54.8 


45.7 


38.3 


48.7 
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Figure 44: Range for Percent At Risk 
by Level 





Low 


High 


Elementary 


13.0 


62.3 


Middle 


21.0 


46.4 


High 


33.4 


61.3 


Alternative Middle 


78.9 


94.8 


Alternative High 


83.3 


91.0 
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Figures 46 through 50 compare 1990-91 AISD overage averages with the most 
recent averages available for the State, 1989-90. AISD has a greater proportion of 
students who are overage thaii the State average (see Figure 45). This is very 
noticeable at grade 9, where the AISD average is 55% higher than the State average 
for students who are two or more years overage. For Hispanics, the AISD rates are 
30% higher for those overage one or more years and 58% higher for those overage 
two or more years. 

While tutoring, remediation, and other interventions are provided for the student 
who is low in achievement and who could theoretically become less at risk by 
increasing achievement performance, there is little provided for the student who is 
overage. Once overage, the student generally stays overage for the grade through- 
out the student's career. 



Figure 45: AISD Overage Comparisons with Stale Overage 

9th Grade Students 



Total Overage 
1 + Years 
AISD 49.7 
State 35.1 



Total Overage Hispanic Overage Hispanic Overage 
2 + Years 1 + Years 2 + Years 

21.1 63.3 30.3 

11.6 48.6 19.2 



Figure 46: 1990-91 AISD K-12 Overage Students 



60 



50 



40 



30 



Percent 



10 



Overage 1 year 
Overage 2 * year* 
Total overage 






drrrr 



K 



10 11 
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Overage 1 Year 
Overage 2 + Years 
Total Overage 
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1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 


3.1 


10.3 


13.9 


17.5 


20.2 


20.7 


22.2 


25.6 


24.6 


28.6 


23.5 


22.4 


18.3 


0.1 


0.4 


0.7 


1.1 


1.5 


2.1 


4.2 


5.2 


6.4 


21.1 


16.7 


12.0 


9.4 


3.1 


10.7 


14.6 


18.6 


21.8 


22.8 


26.4 


30.9 


31.1 


49.7 


40.2 


34.3 


27.7 
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Figure 47: AISD Percent Overage By Ethnicity 
Grades K-12, 1990-91 



Percent Overage 



60 h 
50 
40 
30 
20 
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Black 




Hispanic 


-*- 


WhIU 


-B- 


Other 






K 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 




Black 


2.3 


9.6 


15.2 


21.4 


25.1 


25.2 


31.8 


36.5 


38.1 


58.6 


52.0 


40.5 


33.7 


Hispanic 


2.7 


13.5 


19.3 


25.2 


30.5 


32.9 


37.5 


43.3 


44.5 


63.3 


53.8 


49.9 


37.9 


White 


3.8 


9.1 


10.9 


12.5 


13.8 


13.5 


14.8 


18.4 


17.9 


31.8 


26.6 


22.5 


20.0 


Other 


2.1 


9.4 


5.0 


13.0 


12.3 


17.1 


23.1 


32.3 


25.3 


44.5 


40.4 


55.2 


34.2 


Am. Indian 


0.0 


5.0 


19.0 


17.6 


7.7 


16.7 


33.3 


25.0 


41.7 


61.5 


21.4 


80 


0.0 


Asian 


2.3 


10.2 


2.0 


12.3 


12.9 


17.2 


20.0 


33.3 


22.8 


42.4 


42.7 


53.0 


36.6 
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Figure 48: Texas Percent Overage By Ethnicity 

Grades K-12, 1989-90 



Percent Overage 




Grade 



Note: Separate totals for American Ii dian and Asian were not available. 



The data for this graph were provided by the 
Texas Educaaon Agency. For additioiuii 
information, see "Older IS Better, Right? Not 
Really.; Tmf\ f'^^cMian Aeencv Research 
Brieft (Issue 91.1, Winter iWl), pp. 1; 0-7, 
TD-lT; and 13-15. 
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Figure 49: AISD Percent 2+ Years Overage By Ethnicity 

Grades K-12, 1990-91 



Percent Overage 
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25.7 
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14.5 
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Figure 50: State Percent 2+ Years Overage By Ethnicity 

Grades K-12, 1989-90 



Percent Overage 
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1 
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0.1 
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0.9 


1.2 
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0.2 


1.0 


2.1 
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3.9 


5.5 


0.1 


0.3 


0.3 


0.4 


0.6 


1.1 


0.1 
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1.5 


2.6 


3.4 



5.7 
8.2 
1.7 

3.8 



7.7 
10.8 
2.6 
5.1 



8 

7.9 
11.2 
2.6 
5.5 



10 11 



15.6 
19.2 
5.0 
14.7 



11.7 
15.3 
3.8 
12.6 



7.6 
11.7 

2.4 
10.3 



12 

4.3 
8.8 
1.6 
10.4 



Note: Separate totals for American Indian and Asian were not available. 



The data for this graph were provided by the 
Texas EducaUon Agency. For ad^uonal 
informaUon, see "Olderls Better, Right? Not 
Really.; Tmti p^Ht-at'on AgencvRcsearcb 
bM (Issue 91.1 'wK 1991), pp. i; o-v; 
Wn; and 13-15. 
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Additional Analyses 

A. October 1989 Status of 1985-86 First-Time Ninth Grade Cohort 

The age group breakdown of the 5,215 students who were classified as first-time 
ninth graders in the 1985-86 school year is found in Figure 51. The October 1989 
status of these students, divided by age groupings, is found in Figure 52. 



Figure 51: 
Age Group Breakdown 

1985-86 Cohort 

Not Overage 75.8 
OvCTage 24.2 
Overage 2+ Years (4.6) 
Total 100.0 



Figure 52: October 1989 Status 
1985-86 Cohort 

Graduates Dropouts Stay ins Transfers Total 
Not Overage 55.2 20.0 7.4 17.3* 100.0 
Overage 1+ Years 22.6 50.9 6.6 20.0 100.0 
Overage 2+ Years 9.5 69.0 3.3 18.2 100.0 



* Includes five students who died. 

First-time ninth graders were much more likely to graduate if they were not overage. 
Students who entered ninth grade not overage graduated at a rate twice as high as 
students who entered one or more years overage, and at a rate over five times as high 
as students who entered two or more years overage. 

Conversely, first-time ninth graders were much more likely to drop out prior to 
graduation if they entered ninth grade overage. The dropout rate of students overage 
one or more years is over twice as high as the rate for students not overage. 



Figure 53: Comparison of Agt. Group Breakdown 
AsofOctoberl989 
First time Percent of Percent of 



Not Overage 
Overage 

Overage 2*- years 
Total 



9!h Graders 
75.8 
2A.Z 
(4.6) 
100.0 



Graduates 
88.4 
11.6 
(0.9) 
100.0 



Dropouts 
55.2 
44.8 
(11.6) 
100.0 



The effects of being overage is seen by comparing the age group breakdown upon 
entering ninth grade with the age group breakdown for total graduates and dropouts 
as of October 1989. While students not overage comprised 75.8% of the total ninth 
grade students, the percentage of these students as a total of graduates rose to 
88.4%. A similar relationship exists between students overage and total dropouts. 
While students overage one or more years comprised only 24.2% of total students, 
this group accounted for nearly half of all dropouts. 

These figures lend strength to th gument for finding other alternatives to retain- 
ing students in the elementary grades. 
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B. Fall 1989 At-Rlsk Students 



Figure 54 breaks down by age groups the 10,759 students classified as at risk in 
grades 7- 12 in FaU 1989. 



Figure 54: Age Group Breakdown 





Fall 1989At-Risk 


Students 






Total Overage 


Ovoage 


Total 


Grade 


At Risk JJC£a£ 




Qmm 


7 


1.606 


35.5 


17.2 


52.7 


8 


U66 


35.1 


20.7 


55.8 


9 


2,905 


35.1 


40.2 


75.3 


10 


1330 


34.0 


34.3 


68.3 


11 


1,705 


32.1 


22.4 


54.5 


12 


1,147 


29.0 


24.8 


53.8 


Total 


10,759 


33.9 


28.4 


62.3 



In every grade, over half of the at-risk students W^te overage. The oveall percent- 
age was 62.3%, with the high extremes being in ninth and tenth grade where, 
respectively, 75.3% and 68.3% of the at-risk students were overage. Notably, these 
same two grades had the highest percentage of at-risk students overage two or more 
years: 40.2% in the ninth grade and 34.3% in tenth grade. Overall, the percentage 
of at-risk students one year overage was 33.9%, and the average two or more years 
overage was 28.4%. 

Students are categorized at risk if they exhibit one or more of the criteria compo- 
nents (see p. 19). Figure 55 gives frwjuencies for each component for the 10,759 
students categorized as at risk. The factors are not mutually exclusive; therefore, 
the total is significantly larger than in Figure 54. 



Figure 55: 


Frequencies by Criteria Component 




Fall 1989 At-Risk Students 
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Percent Overage 


Percent Overage 


Total 


Criteria Comtv 
Age 


At Risk 


Um 


2 or MoreYears Ovcraire 


3,061 


N/A 


100.0 


100.0 


Reading Achievement 


4,141 


40.6 


20.3 


60.9 


Matli Achievement 


3,227 


40.6 


23.1 


63.7 


TwoFs 


2,553 


412 


43.9 


91.1 


TEAMS Reading 


2,753 


41.1 


24.1 


65.2 


TEAMS Math 


3,015 


40.8 


26.6 


674 


TEAMS Language 


137 


37.2 


44.5 


81.7 


TEAMS Writing 


3,036 


41.5 


23.9 


65.4 


TEAMS Writing Comp. 


1,927 


29.2 


12.5 


41.7 



For every component except TEAMS Writing Composition, over 60% of the stu- 
dents were overage. In other words, if a student exhibited any factor other than 
TEAMS Writing Composition, there was a better than 60% chance that the student 
was overage. For two components, the percentage of overage students was notably 
higher than for the other components: 2 Fs (91.1%) and TEAMS Language 
(81.7%). Notably, these factors also had the highest percentage of students overage 
two or more years. For the remaining components, overage st' dents were much 
more likely to be overage only one year. 
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Attachment I-l 



Austin Independent School District 

November 20, 1990 




Dear Parent: 

The legislature has established standards that require all Texas 
schools to inform parents if their child may require additional 
academic support in order to meet grade promotion or graduation 
standards. This letter is being sent to help you, the parent, to 
understand the criteria used to identify your child's needs. 

Parents of students in grades 7-12 who meet one or more of the 
following criteria will receive this letter: 



has i>ot been promoted one or more times in grades 1 
throufch 6 and continue to be unable to master the course 
requirements in grades 7 through 12; 

is two or more years below grade level in reading or 
mathematics; 

has failed at least two courses in one or more semesters 
and is not expected to graduate within four years of the 
time the student entered the ninth grade; or 

has failed one or more of the reading, writing, or 
mathematics sections of the most recent TEAMS test 
beginning with the seventh grade. 



The attached sheet states the reason(s) for your child's 
identification. 



All Austin administrators and teachers are dedicated to providing 
the support your child may need to stay in school and be successful. 
Evening tutorial sessions, summer school classes, and after-school 
classes at the Evening High School for its students are also 
provided. You are encouraged to call the school counselor to learn 
what is available to help your child and what you can do to help. 

We share a common goal of providing the best possible education for 
your child. Let us work together to achieve this goal. 



Sincerely, 




Interim Superintendent 



6ICX) (iua(Jalu[x* Auslin. Texas 7H75J -4-495 51^/451-8411 
ERIC i) d 
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Attachment I-l 



20 de noviembre de 1990 

Muy estimado Padre/Madre: 

La legislatura ha establecido norxnas que exigen que tcdas las 
escuelas de Texas avisen a los padres si lus hijos necesitan algiin 
apoyo acad6mico adicional para cumplir con las normas de promocion o 
graduacibn. Estamos enviandole esta carta a usted, padre/madre, para 
que conozca bien los criterios que se usan para identificar las 
necesidades de su hijo(a}. 

Recibir^n esta carta los padres de estudiantes de los grades 7-12, a 
los que se aplique uno o mas de los siguientes criterios: 

no ha sido promovido (a) una o mas veces er los grades del I' 
al 6', y sigue siendo incapaz de dominar los requisites del 
curso, de los grades del 7* al 12 



esta uno o mis anos abajo del nivel de su grade en lectura 
o en matematicas; 

ha reprobade al menos des curses en uno o mas semestres, y 
no se espera que se gradue dentre de cuatre anos, a partir 
del memento en que entre al noveno gr»do, e 

ha reprobade una e mas seccienes de lectura, redaccion o 
matematicas de la prueba TEAMS mas reciente, desde el 
s^ptime grade. 

La hoja adjunta explica la raz6n(es) para identificar a su hije(a). 

Todos los administraderes y maestros(as) de Austin estin dedicades a 
ofrecer el apoyo que su hije(a) necesite para permanecer en la 
escuela con exito. La escuela secundaria necturna efrece tambien a 
sus estudiantes sesienes de tutoria necturna, clases de escuela de 
verane y clases despues del horarie escolar. Le suplicames que se 
cemunique con el cense j ere de su escuela, para saber le que esti a su 
disposicibn para ayudar a su hije(a) , y le que usted puede hacer para 
apeyarlo(a) . 

Cempartiroes con Ud. la meta comiin de dar a su hi jo (a) la mejor 
educacion posible. Trabajemos juntos para alcanzar esta meta. 

Atentamente, 

Gonzalo^arza , J 
Superintendente interine 



EMC 
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Austin Independent School District 



November 20, 1990 



Dear Parent: 

In October, 1990 the State of Texas introduced a new State test 
called the Texas Assessment of Academic Skills (TAAS). The TAAS 
test replaced the TEAMS test. 

All high school students must pass the reading, mathematics and 
writing sections of the TAAS Exit-level test in order to meet 
graduation requirements. This test is given in a student's eleventh 
grade year and the student will have three (3) additional 
opportunities to pass the test prior to the completion of the senior 
year. The exit-level test includes a writing section for the first 
time with the October, 1990 testing session. 

The purpose of this letter is to notify you that your child failed 
one or more of the reading, writing or mathematic sections of the 
TEAMS test given prior to the 1990 - 1991 school year. (Please see 
the attached form for the specifics.) 

The school district is taking steps to ensure that students will 
successfully pass all sections of the TAAS Exit-level test when they 
take it in the eleventh grade. In addition to the regular 
curriculum,, students will receive supplemental academic support, 
particularly in writing, to help them meet graduation standards. 

Our teachers, counselors and administrators are available to assist 
you and your child. If you have any questions or additional 
concerns as a result of this letter, please contact your child's 
counselor. 

We share a common concern for your child's academic success. 



Sincerely, 




Gonzalo (farza ^ 
Interim Superintendent 



OICK) (juadalijfx' Ausiin, T(;xcjs 787"): 
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Attachment I~2 



20 de noviembre de 1990 



Huy estinado Padre/Madre: 

En octubre de 1990, el estado de Texas introdujo una nueva prueba 
llamada Evaluacibn de Habilidades Acad*5'^icas en Texas (TAAS: Texas 
Assessment of Academic Skills) . La piu^ba TAAS ha remplazado a la 
antigua prueba TEAMS. 

Todos los estudiantes de high school deben aprobar las secciones de 
lectura, matemiticas y redaccibn de la prueba a nivel de salida de 
TAAS, para satisfacer los requisites de graduacibn. Esta prueba se 
hace durante el onceavo grado del estudiante, y 61/ella tendra tres 
(3) oportunidades m&s de aprobar la prueba antes de terminar su 
ultimo ano (senior year) de high school. La prueba a nivel de salida 
incluye por primera vez una seccion de redaccion, con la sesion de 
prueba de octubre de 1990. 

El propdsito de esta carta es notificar a usted que su hijo(a) reprobo 
una o m&s de las secciones de lectura, redaccion o matemiticas de la 
prueba TEAMS, que se le hizo antes del ano escolar 1990-1991. (Tenga 
la bondad de ver la forma adjunta, para detalles especif icos. ) 

El distrito escolar est* tomando medidas para asegurar que los 
estudiantes aprueben con 6xito todas las secciones de la prueba TAAS 
a nivel de salida, cuando la presenten en el onceavo grade: Ademas 
del curriculo regular, los estudiantes recibirin apoyo academico 
suplementario, especialmente en redaccion, para ayudarles a cumplir 
con las normas de graduacion. 

Nuestros maestros (as) , consejeros y administradores estdn disponibles 
para ayudarle a Ud. y a su hijo(a). Si tiene preguntas que hacernos 
o alguna otra preocupacibn debida a esta carta, tenga la bondad de 
comunicarse con el consejero(a) de su hijo(a). 

Moso.ros compartimos con usted el interes por el cxito academico de 
su hijo(a) . 



Atentamente, 




Superintendente interino 



EMC 
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Attachment II 



AUSTIN lWOt»>tW)EHT «M00l DISTHIC! 
0*p«rt«cnt of Man*o«fl»f>t lnfor«wt»oo 
Office of Rcacarch crvl Evaluation 

Elawentary At-Ritk Studentt ly Location and ly Crock 



Codg 



Schoo^ 



1 



J. 



Grade* 



101 
102 
103 
104 
105 
106 
107 
108 
109 
110 
111 
112 
113 
114 
116 
117 
118 
119 
120 
121 
122 
123 
124 
125 
126 
127 
128 
129 
130 
132 
1» 
136 
138 
139 
140 
141 
142 
143 
144 
US 
146 
147 
148 
149 
ISO 
1S1 
1S2 
1S4 
1S5 
1S6 
157 
158 
159 
160 
161 
162 
166 
167 
160 
170 
171 
172 
175 
JZft. 



AllUon 

Andrtwt 

■•rton HlUt 

••cktr 

•laekahcar 

■l*nton 

■rtntMood 

■rookt 

BroMn 

Bryktr Woods 

CunnlnohM 

Oawton 

Covolle 

Cullttt 

Ntrrit 

Highland Park 

Joslin 

Lec 

Maplewood 
Metx 

Oak Springs 
Orttga 
Sanchez 
Peas* 

Pecan (prinsa 
Plaaaant Hfll 
Ratlly 

St. Elao 
SuMitt 

Travit Ntiohts 

Walnut Crtek 

Allan 

Patton 

WMtan 

Zavala 

ZUkar 

Oak Hill 
Oarrlngton 



Plttaw 

Uootdrldsa 

Oaaa 

Nltt 



Ulm 

tunaat Vallay 

OralMB 

LIndar 

Cook 

Nauitan 



Lantfofd 

•oona 

Pals 

Kocurak 



19.42 
18.26 

5.77 
22.22 
13.11 

5.00 
11.38 
27.14 
22.50 
16.98 

6.90 

8.93 
10.27 
25.00 
17.76 

6.15 
14.05 
13.33 

8.60 

3.39 
25.37 

6.78 
12.36 

9.38 
14.29 
20.24 

2.22 
16.88 
17.27 
21.62 
18.42 
17.65 

7.00 
15.94 
17.83 
18.39 
22.22 
18.18 
20.35 
18.18 
24.10 

6.00 

6.94 
11.38 
17.02 
13.48 
13.79 

8.24 

9.91 
12.86 

9.38 

6.85 
10.84 
14.75 

9.38 

18.81 

10.34 
• 

21.57 
10.66 
7.00 
12.74 
11.59 
12.00 



IhU trada doaa not apply at this tchool. 



26.19 
18.09 
14.55 
30.26 
34.07 
24.59 
20.95 
36.99 
19.67 
13.21 
36.54 
10.64 
17.76 
32.89 
27.71 

0.00 
17.17 
11.63 

6.89 

3.23 
33.33 
10.71 
25. CO 
27.78 
32.69 
22.08 

2.56 
17.95 
16.04 
10.64 
32.50 
11.90 
10.06 
16.67 
21.55 
35.59 
29.85 
10.00 
34.62 
43.08 
13.43 

9.78 
15.56 
22.33 
39.47 
14.29 
23.64 
10.87 

7.14 

12.68 

21.74 

10.96 

13.83 

20.51 

12.62 

19.82 

14.57 
• 

22.86 
11.56 
16.67 
15.83 
17.81 



30.38 
19.60 
16.07 
43.08 
32.81 
12.73 
14.12 
51.02 
29.23 
10.64 
55.88 
11.21 
16.81 
32.91 
31.91 
12.12 
21.52 

9.59 
13.16 

8.89 
23.91 

4.88 
30. C3 
44.44 
39.53 
39.74 

7.14 
30.00 
16.85 
22.00 
35.14 
15.07 
10.39 
21.57 
26.80 
30.14 
21.54 

8.U 
27.64 
S8.C0 
28.07 
11.54 
10.71 
19.81 
21.43 
20.99 
21.05 

S.19 

9.16 

22.94 

24.43 

15.91 

13.33 

29.20 

15.56 

28.57 

16.55 
• 

27.38 

11.95 
24.00 
10.24 
15.U 
JUL. 



42.47 
32.43 

7.50 
48.84 
49.09 
23.64 
27.27 
52.17 
30.61 

7.50 
50.00 
10.99 

7.55 
29.73 
25.00 

7.89 
20.21 

7.79 
24.59 

3.51 

8.33 
20.83 
29.63 
42.50 
51.16 
a. 78 

9.76 

17.65 

24.71 

26.67 

51.52 

17.39 
• 

25.00 

2S.00 

24.66 

40.68 

10.69 

30.99 

55.77 

Z3.08 

13.13 

6.42 

18.56 

31.03 
• 

30.43 
8.79 
• 

20.31 

• 

19. J 
11.63 
32.18 
19.10 
23.30 
7.97 
17.29 
25.00 
12.0/ 
28.57 
14.29 
19.01 



19.67 
33.73 
10.00 
48.94 
54.90 
23.33 
22.78 
60.42 
40.00 
12.50 
18.75 
22.89 
21.36 
28.57 
42.86 
14.55 
22.73 
3.28 
18.33 
10.00 
30.23 
25.00 
30.00 
52.63 
45.28 
58.23 
18.52 
37.50 
25.00 
32.50 
Z3.81 
27.38 

• 

36.36 

33.71 

42.86 

42.00 

11.68 

36.92 

58.06 

35.94 

24.00 

12.80 

21.18 

37.21 
• 

32.63 
13.19 

24. '9 
• 

17. 6S 
21.62 
36.62 
22.99 
30.14 
20.93 
18.78 
28.30 
12.14 
24.54 
15.32 
28.68 
JBLOL 



2.22 

52.83 
26.79 



17.64 
48.08 
12.16 



6A.67 
m 



77. n 

5.41 
28.57 
11.43 
37.50 

0.00 
58.70 
0.00 



GO 



26 



32 



00 



27.25 
23.55 

9.72 
36.22 
38.84 
19.31 
18.55 
43.36 
27.33 
13. U 
34,23 
12.48 
14.46 
29.59 
23.29 

8.57 
18.71 

9.56 
15.17 

5.48 
25.16 
12.17 
26U32 
Z3.&4 
36.82 
53.93 

6.42 
23. W 
19.96 
22.51 
, 32.54 
17.93 

8.99 
22.49 
23.95 
29.30 
S0.8S 
11.85 
29.01 

a.u 

24.94 
12.93 
10.55 
18.29 
28.64 
16.09 
23.93 
8.78 
8.76 
18.20 
18.4S 
14.13 
14.0S 
25.20 
1S.70 
23.64 
13.96 
18.00 
24.67 
11.59 
19.25 
13.62 
18.10 



Mks.locariak 



Avarata for Crada 



U.74 



18.54 



20.69 



22.10 



26.42 



28.00 



21.03 
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PROGRAM: LF$SRRK AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL OlSTRICT 05 

DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH ANO EVALUATION 



SECONDARY AT-RISK STUDENTS BY LOCATION AND BY GRADE, 1989-90 



ENROLL- 



CODE 


SCHOOL 


MENT* 


6 


7 


002 


AUSTIN 


1709 






003 


JOHNSTON 


1667 






004 


LANIER 


1503 






005 


MCCALLUM 


1343 






006 


REAGAN 


1334 






007 


TRAVIS 


1398 






008 


CROCKETT 


1788 






009 


ANDERSON 


1366 






CIO 


L.B.J. 


1346 






01 1 


RCBBINS 


32 1 






012 


ALT. LEARNING 


CT 369 


9 


40 


013 


BOWIE H.S. 


2159 






016 


EVENING H.S. 


106 






043 


FULMORE 


898 


152 


1 14 


044 


KEALING 


781 




137 


04 5 


LAMAR 


840 


1 J / 




046 


BURNET 


970 


180 


1 18 


047 


0. HENRV 


^93 


104 


87 


048 


PEARCE 


865 


174 


157 


049 


PORTER 


1065 


162 


131 


051 


MARTIN 


773 


4 1 


124 


052 


MURCHISON 


1059 


169 


128 


054 


BEDICHEK 


1027 


175 


8 1 


055 


DOBIE 


884 


139 


1 1 1 


057 


COVINGTON 


1343 


137 


95 


058 


MENDEZ 


1002 


178 


162 


250 


AUSTIN STATE 


HOS 45 


6 


1 


251 


DEVELOPMENTAL 


CE 62 






252 


0. A. C. 


96 


5 


8 


253 


HOMEBOUND 


33 


1 


2 


255 


MARY LEE 


32 






258 


CLIFTON CENTER 105 






259 


TEENAGE PARENT C 210 


4 


6 


260 


SHOAL CREEK 


23 






TOTAL FOR GRADE 


29215 


1779 


1617 



GRADES 
8 9 


10 


1 1 


12 


SCHOOL 
TOTAL 




258 


156 


16 1 


101 


676 




468 


238 


2 10 


109 


1025 




317 


190 


17 1 


95 


773 




203 


133 


1 18 


1 12 


566 




300 


168 


178 


95 


742 




288 


176 


176 


120 


760 




305 


216 


2 14 


1 15 


850 




140 


106 


105 


73 


424 




162 


140 


98 


83 


483 


112 


63 


44 


34 


1 1 


264 


71 


69 


18 


4 


1 


2 12 




:.63 


168 


182 


126 


"39 




14 


28 


23 


10 


75 


92 










358 


103 










240 


82 




• 






323 


122 




• 








79 










270 


123 










454 


102 










395 


145 










310 


87 










334 


105 










36 1 


88 










338 


86 










318 


146 










436 


2 


2 






1 


13 










15 


15 


13 


9 


10 


3 




48 


2 


1 




2 


1 


10 




1 


2 






3 




2 


6 


6 


62 


76 


6 


39 


28 


20 


16 


1 19 




1 


1 






2 


1573 


2915 


1838 


1714 


1 153 


12532 



. « this"ghaoe does not apply at this school. 

NOTE- CURRENTLY. THE ONLY CRITERION FOR BEING AT-RISK AT THE SIXTH GRAOE 
LEVEL IS HAVING BEEN RETAINED ONE OH MORE YEARS. A I SO USES OVERAGE BY ONE OR 
MORE YEARS AT GRAOE 6. AND TWO OR MORE YEARS rOR GRADES 7 - 12 AS A PROXY FOR 
RETENTION. 

- » ENROLLMENT AS OF OCTOBER 31, 1989 
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PPOGRAM LriCi«RK2 AUSTIN INDePeSDCNY rc^^OOL OISTRItT f ; 

OEPAPTMENT Cr MANAGLMfNT IN^CRMATIGN 
OFFICE Of RE':»EAMCh AND EVALUATION 

SECONDARY AT-RISK STUDENTS BY LOCATION AND LV GRADE. 1989-%0 



LUu c 


bCHOOL 


t nroll - 

ME NT • 


G 




7 




8 


GRA 


CES 


1 


10 


\ 


1 






A , ERAGE 


UU^ 


AUST IN 


1 708 














49. 


7 \ 


37. 


08 


40. 


15 




01 


3^ . 


58 


UU J 


JOHNSTON 


1666 


• 








• 




eo. 


00 


65. 


38 


69 . 


31 


49. 


77 


6 1 


52 


004 


LANIER 


1502 


• 












55. 


32 


53. 


82 


56 


25 


34 


93 


51 . 


46 


OOo 


MCC ALLUM 


1343 


• 




• 








50.62 


42. 


09 


46 . 


64 


30. 


03 


42 . 


14 


OOo 


PE AGAN 


1 327 


• 












59. 


52 


G3. 


40 


57. 


98 


38. 


25 


55 . 


92 


0O7 


TRA V I S 


1 398 


• 




• 








54. 


96 


54. 


66 


63. 


77 


43. 


49 


54 . 


36 


008 


CROCKETT 


1788 


• 




• 








51 . 


17 


49. 


43 


54. 


04 


32. 


03 


47 . 


54 


009 


ANDERSON 


1365 


• 




• 








35. 


18 


33. 


76 


30. 


43 


23. 


70 


31 . 


06 


QIC 


L.Q.J. 


1346 


• 












36. 


90 


38. 


,67 


36. 


30 


30. 


18 


35 . 


85 


0 1 1 


kOBB INS 


32 1 










90. 


32 


71 . 


59 


75, 


86 


112 


1.3 


52 . 


38 


82. 


24 


012 


ALT . LEARNING 


CT 399 


24 . 


32 


55. 


56 


52 . 


99 


58. 


47 


66. 


,67 


57 . 


14 


25. 


CO 


53. 


1 3 


0 1 J 


BOWIE M.S. 


2157 


• 












35. 


54 


32. 


,25 


^3 . 


75 


26. 


25 


34 . 


26 


016 


EVENING H.S. 


107 


• 




• 








93. 


33 


96, 


.55 


69. 


70 


33. 


, 33 


70. 


C9 


04 3 


Pill ftA^ f> p 
FULMORE 


894 


46 . 


77 


39. 


58 


32 . 


74 


















40. 


04 


044 


K E A L I NG 


781 






3D. 


18 


31 . 


50 


















:o. 


73 


045 


LAMAR 


839 


42 . 


8 1 


39 . 


95 


32. 


54 


















38. 


50 


fy A ft 
040 


Burnet 


963 


53 . 


25 


38 . 


56 


28 . 


24 


















43 . 


61 




D. HENRY 


693 


4 1 . 


1 1 


36 . 


55 


39. 


1 1 


















38. 


96 


048 


ARCE 


863 


52 . 


89 


57 . 


72 


46. 


95 


















52. 


61 


049 


PORTER 


1062 


45 . 


89 


36 . 


59 


29. 


06 


















37 . 


19 


Ob 1 


MARTIN 


771 


82 . 


00 


35. 


C3 


39. 


5 1 


















40. 


21 


052 


MURCHISON 


1057 


45. 


80 


35 . 


36 


26. 


69 


















36. 


, 33 


054 


BEDICHEK 


1027 


47 . 


04 


24 . 


92 


31 . 


82 


















35. 


, 15 


055 


DOB IE 


886 


43. 


,57 


38. 


54 


31 . 


54 


















38, 


. 15 


057 


COVINGTON 


1342 


29. 


,72 


20. 


43 


20 . 


67 


















23, 


.70 


C58 


MENDEZ 


1002 


50, 


.57 


50. 


94 


43. 


98 


















48, 


.50 


250 


AUSTIN STATE 


H05 46 


75, 


.00 


10. 


00 


20. 


,00 


28 


!57 


25 


.00 


0, 


.00 




100 


28 


.26 


251 


DEVELOPMENTAL 


CE 62 






0. 


00 


0. 


,00 


0 


.00 


0 


.CD 


0 


.00 


57 


.69 


24 


. 19 


252 


D. A. C. 


99 


41 


!67 


38. 


10 


54. 


. 17 


34 


.62 




100 


60 


.00 


0 


.00 


48 


.48 


253 


HOMEBOUND 


32 


50 


.00 


40. 


00 


66, 


.67 


12 


.50 


25 


.00 


50 


.00 


33 


.33 


31 


.25 


255 


MARY LEE 


33 


0 


.00 


0. 


CO 


0, 


.00 




.00 


66 


.67 


0 


.00 


0 


.00 


9 


.09 


258 


CLIFTON CENTER 105 
















100 


75 


.00 


50 


.00 


74 


.70 


72 


.38 


259 


TEENAGE PARENT C 21 1 


100 


42. 


86 


35 ! 


29 


52 


.00 


66 


.67 


76 


.92 


46 


.48 


56 


.40 


260 


SHOAL CREEK 


23 


0 


.00 


0. 


00 


0 


.00 


25 


.00 


25 


.00 






0 


.00 


8 


. 70 


AVERAGE FOR GRAOE 




45 


.50 


36. 


48 


35, 


.92 


49 


.96 


47 


.55 


50 


.35 


33 


.99 


43 


.08 



. • THIS GRADE ODES NOT APPLY AT THIS SCHOOL. ' 
NOTE; CURRENTLY, THE ONLY CRITERION FDR BEING AT-RISK AT THE SIXTH GRAOE 
LEVEL IS HAVING BEEN RETAINED ONE OR MORE YEARS. AISO USES OVERAGE BY ONE OR 
MORE YEARS AT GRADES. AND TWO OR MORE YEARS FOR GRADES 7 - 12 AS A PROXY FOR 
RETENTION. 

• - ENROLLMENT AS OF OCTOBER 31. 1969 



ERLC 



58 



AttachmBnt III-3 



^^^ilcRAM: LF$ELRK3 AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 05/10/90 

DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INfORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH ANO EVALUATION 

ELEMENTARY AT-RISK (OVERAGE) STUDENTS BY LOCATION AND BY GRADE. 1989-90 



ENROLL- 



CODE 


SCHOOL 


MENT 


101 


ALLISON 


4 19 


102 


ANDREWS 


492 


103 


BARTON HILL^ 


288 


104 


BECKER 


275 


105 


BLACKSHEAR 


378 


106 


BLANTON 


358 


107 


BRENTWOOD 


498 


108 


BROOKE 


287 


109 


BROWN 


327 


1 10 


BRYKER WOODS 


292 


1 1 1 


CAMPBELL 


250 


112 


OASIS 


581 


113 


CUNNINGHAM 


645 


1 14 


DAWSON 


390 


1 1f5 


DILL 


9 


1 16 


GOVALLE. 


4 14 


117 


GULLETT 


275 


1 18 


HARRIS 


485 


1 19 


HIGHLAND PARK 


400 


120 


JOSLIN 


394 


121 


LEE 


309 


122 


MAPLEWOOD 


283 


123 


MATHEWS 


295 


124 


METZ 


406 


12b 


OAK SPRINGS 


239 


126 


ORTEGA 


229 


127 


SANCHEZ 


4 13 


128 


PEASE 


212 


129 


PECAN SPRINGS 


335 


130 


PLEASANT HILL 


480 


132 


REILLY 


292 


133 


RIDGETCP 


165 


136 


ST. ELMO 


356 


138 


SUMMITT 


531 


139 


SIMS 


262 


140 


TRAVIS HEIGHTS 


53 1 


141 


WALNUT CREEK 


378 


142 


ALLAN 


323 


143 


PATTON 


783 


144 


WOOTEN 


485 


145 


ZAVALA 


304 


146 


ZILKER 


406 


147 


MENCHACA 


532 


148 


OAK HILL 


632 


149 


6ARRINGT0N 


553 


150 


NORMAN 


2 14 


1^1 


PILLOW 


284 


152 


WOOLDRIDGE 


529 


154 


DOSS 


537 


155 


HILL 


326 


156 


ODOM 


6 16 


157 


WINN 


346 


1 ?o 


<;linset valley 


431 


159 


GRAHAM 


4 50 


160 


LINDER 


529 


161 


COOK 


500 


162 


HOUSTON 


535 


166 


WILLIAMS 


765 


167 


WEBB 


808 


168 


LANQFORO 


375 


170 


BOONE 


892 


171 


PALM 


454 


172 


KOCUREK 


700 


175 


WIOEN 


754 


176 


GAL I NOD 


504 


TOTAL FDR GRADE 


27740 



1 


2 


GRADES 

3 


4 


5 


6 


SCHOOL 
TOTAL 


21 


21 


28 


30 


30 




130 


15 


23 


32 


25 


31 




12(1 


3 


4 


5 


6 


4 


5 


27 


1 1 


15 


21 


19 


19 


. 


85 


9 


16 


26 


22 


30 


35 


138 


10 


7 


14 


12 


10 


15 


68 


12 


IB 


27 


15 


22 




94 


14 


16 


24 


27 


17 




98 


14 


22 


12 


26 


19 




93 


9 


7 


7 


8 


3 


7 


41 


6 


1 1 


20 


14 


15 


3 


€9 


15 


1 1 


10 


16 


9 


15 


76 


13 


20 


17 


21 


10 




81 


17 


18 


23 


26 


22 




106 


1 


2 


2 








5 


16 


15 


18 


26 


21 




96 


9 


2 


4 


5 


12 




32 


2' 


16 


15 


15 


20 




8< 


6 


9 


1 1 


6 


6 




38 


5 


10 


8 


12 


16 


6 


57 


4 


3 


3 


3 


2 


5 


20 




9 


15 


7 


6 


1 1 


54 


6 


6 


13 


2 


9 


10 


46 


8 


13 


23 


19 


15 


18 


96 


1 1 


8 


1 1 


20 


16 




66 


4 


10 


17 


21 


25 


. 


77 


13 


18 


19 


29 


25 


33 


137 




1 


. 


4 


3 


3 


1 1 


8 


12 


15 


18 


^2 




65 


12 


19 


16 


15 


16 




78 


5 


ia 


8 


8 


18 




57 


13 


8 


12 


15 


9 




57 


7 


12 


17 


15 


14 




65 


15 


22 


15 








52 


5 


12 


9 


12 


14 




52 


8 


19 


23 


24 


22 




96 


1 1 


18 


28 


16 


13 




86 


1 1 


15 


23 


17 


27 




93 


28 


30 


16 


18 


13 




105 


15 


21 


33 


23 


24 




1 16 


23 


16 


30 


26 


28 




123 


23 


16 


10 


20 


15 


18 


102 


1 1 


12 


14 


15 


13 




65 


18 


23 


20 


13 


10 




84 


16 


16 


26 


27 


21 




107 


9 


1 1 


16 


12 


1 1 




59 


5 


14 


8 








27 


31 


31 


29 


22 


29 




142 


9 


1 1 


10 


9 


7 




55 


16 


9 


9 








34 


14 


22 


22 


27 


20 




105 


3 


24 


24 








51 


9 


5 


14 


12 


16 




56 


Q 


1 4 




1 7 


1 2 




63 


17 


23 


28 


26 


34 




128 


13 


12 


21 


15 


17 




78 


16 


21 


29 


33 


26 




125 


17 


17 


25 


23 


21 




103 








69 


66 




135 


9 


18 


16 


13 


22 




78 


16 


24 


24 


25 


16 




105 


6 


14 


12 


26 


22 




80 


14 


19 


25 


10 


12 




80 


20 


22 


32 


34 


28 




136 


12 


19 


24 


17 


29 




101 


753 


950 


1 1 19 


1 108 


1075 


193 


5198 



. • THIS GRADE DOES NOT APPLY AT THIS SCHOOL. 

NOTE: CURRENTLY. THE ONLY CRITERION FOR BEING AT-RISK AT THE 
ELEMENTARY GRADES IS HAVING SEEN RETAINED ONE OR MORE YEARS. 
AISD USES DVERAGE BY ONE OR MORE YEARS AS A PROXY FOR RETENTION. 

O 59 

^ BEST COPY AVAILABLE ^>'' 



90.41 



AUSTIN INOEPCMOCNT SCHOOL OISTPICT 
OEPAPTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



AttachmEmt III-4 

04/c: no 



ELEMENTARY AT-RISK (OVERAGE) STUDENTS BY LOCATION AND BY GRADE. 1989-^0 



CODE SCHOOL 



1 



GPAOES 
3 4 



SCHOOL 
AVERAGE 



101 
102 



ALLISON 
ANDREWS 

103 BARTON HILLS 

104 BECKER 

105 BLACKSHEAR 

106 BLANTON 

107 .BRENTWOOD 

108 BROOKE 

109 BROWN 

1 10 BRYKER WOODS 

111 CAMPBELL 

112 CASIS 

113 CUNNINGHAM 

114 DAWSON 

115 DILL 

116 GOVALLE 

117 GULLETT 

118 HARRIS 

1 19 HIGHLAND PARK 

120 JDSLIN 

121 LEE 

122 MAPLEWDOO 

123 MATHEWS 

124 METZ 
DAK SPRINGS 
ORTEGA 
SANCHEZ 
PEASE 

129 PECAN SPRINGS 

130 PLEASANT HILL 

132 REILLY 

133 RIDQETOP 
136 ST. ELMO 

138 SUMMITT 

139 SIMS 

140 TRAVIS HEIGHTS 
WALNUT CREEK 
ALLAN 

143 PATTON 

144 WODTEN 

145 ZAVALA 

146 ZILKER 

147 MENCHACi 

148 OAK HILL 

149 BARRINQTON 

150 NORMAN 
PILLOW 
WDDLDRIOGE 



125 
126 
127 
128 



141 

142 



151 

^52 



104 DOSS 

155 HILL 

156 ODOM 
197 WINN 

158 SUNSET VALLEY 

159 GRAHAM 
Iv^O LINOER 
1«1 COOK 

lea HOUSTON 

Ittt WILLIAMS 

167 WEBi 

168 LANGfORO 

170 BOONS 

171 PALM 

172 KOCUREK 

175 WIDEN 

176 GALSI400 

AVERAGE FDR GRADE 



19. bl 
13.64 

7 .89 
20.75 
14 .52 
17.24 
10.00 
18.42 
19 . 44 
18.00 
10.53 
14 .02 

7.98 
17,35 
50.00 
17.78 
14 .06 
17.21 

8 .33 
6. 17 
7.27 

1 1 .54 
8.70 

e .89 

22.92 

9.76 
16.67 

0.00 
12.31 
10.34 

7.94 
27.66 
12.07 

8.77 
11.11 

6.40 
10.48 
14.86 
16. C9 
13.04 
31 .08 
22.55 

9.73 

I 1 .76 

I I .94 
18.37 

5.32 
23.31 
8. 18 
14.55 
12.07 
2.65 
8.57 
9.09 
13.16 
14.29 
13.33 
9.34 

io!oo 

8. 16 
6.90 
8.26 
11.49 
10.43 



25.30 
21 .30 
7.27 
23.44 
22.86 
10.94 
16.22 
27.59 
28.95 
14.29 
21. 15 
10. 19 
14.39 
20.93 
100 
15.79 
3.39 
17.02 
9.89 
10.64 
5.56 
18.00 
10.91 
15.66 
14.04 
23.26 
25.35 
2.44 
16.72 
20.00 
25.71 
28.57 
16.44 
10.68 
17. 14 
15.32 
23.68 
23.81 
19.35 
19.63 
24.62 
26.67 
1 1.88 
16.08 
13.91 
25.58 
13.86 
30. 10 
11.96 
9.09 
16.30 
18.79 
6.41 
17.28 
20. 18 
10.81 
21.65 
ia. 14 

12. 18 
13.99 
12.64 

13.33 
17.27 



33. 33 
32.00 
6.93 
31.34 
42.62 
24. 14 
26.47 
34.78 
20.00 
1 1 .67 
40.00 
10.20 
15.45 
32.39 
100 
24.00 
6. 67 
14.71 
13. 10 
11.11 
5.66 
28.85 
21.31 
34.33 
25.58 
34.69 
24.68 
0.00 
22.06 
16. 16 
15.09 
33.33 
19.77 
9.74 
16.67 
20.54 
35.90 
37.70 
9.58 
33.00 
50.00 
15.87 
14.29 
17.39 
25.00 
39. Oi 
8.99 
25.00 
1 1 .24 
7.69 
16.94 
2S.86 
17.28 
14. 1.0 
25.93 
19.44 
29.00 
15.72 

24^24 
14.72 
13. 19 
16.67 
23.53 
23.^6 



41.10 

25.51 

10.71 

37.25 

30.99 

17.65 

18.29 

57.4 5 

42.62 

14.04 

51 .85 

14.29 

16.41 

37.68 

31.71 
12.82 
20.00 

7. 79 
18v 18 

6.38 
17.95 

5.26 
33 . 33 
42.55 
39.62 
43.94 
10.81 
27.69 
18.29 
19.51 
46.88 
20.27 

27.27 
26.67 
27.59 
25.37 
10.65 
27.71 
53.06 
30.77 
13.64 
11 .50 
24.77 
25.53 

24!44 
10.84 

22! 69 

19!00 
16.63 
26.26 
19.00 
33.33 
16.20 
16.31 
19.70 
13.37 
26.26 
7.98 
22.67 
16.09 



41.10 
40.79 

9.09 
47.50 
55.56 
20.00 
26.51 
45.95 
32.76 

8.11 
46. B8 
12.00 

9.52 
33.33 

0.00 
29. 17 
22.64 



12.37 16.47 20.60 21.89 



12 

58 

25 



17 
9 
IB 



82 

33 

00 



95 
38 
52 



31 

:5 

9 
30 



03 
61 
38 
91 



36.51 
18.99 



18. 

34, 

28 

14 

27 



88 
15 
44 

04 

60 



13.08 
12 .56 
27 . 18 
55.56 
23. 19 
1 1 . 64 



21.74 






17 .94 


7.89 






9.50 


22.54 


60. 


00 


14 .47 


3.64 


1 1 . 


1 1 


6. 47 


12.50 


26. 


19 


19.08 


21.43 


33. 


33 


15.59 


27.78 


32. 


73 


23.65 


36.36 






27.62 


58. 14 






33.62 


39.68 


56. 


90 


33. 17 


7.69 


13. 


64 


5. 19 


19.05 






19.40 


18. 18 






16.25 


27.69 






19.52 


40.91 






34.55 


22. 22 


0 


00 


18.26 








9 . 79 


28!57 






19.85 


27.50 






18.08 


21.31 






22.75 


46.55 






28.79 


1 1 .02 






13.4 1 


30.00 






23.92 


50.00 






40. 46 


26.32 


30 


!51 


25. 12 


11.82 






12.22 


9.26 






13.29 


24. 18 






19.35 


32.35 






27.57 








9.51 


33.33 






26.84 


8. 33 


1 1 


39 


10.24 








10.43 


17^70 






17.05 








14.74 


18!39 






12.99 


13. 19 






14.00 


39.53 






24.20 


18.89 






15.60 


25.24 






23.36 


14.79 






13.46 


17. 14 






t6.7l 


32.84 






20.60 


10.74 






11.77 


27. 16 






17.62 


11.86 






11 43 


21.71 






18.04 


34.52 






20.04 


23.03 


27.07 


18.74 


AT-RISK 


AT 


THE 





. - THtS Gdkbt DOES NOt A*>^LV aY f H ichdST. 

NOTE- CUBRENTLV. THE ONLY CRITKPIJN FD«» OtU 
ELEMENTARY GRADES IS HAVING BEEN RETAINED ONE OR MORE YEARS. 
Also USES OVERAGE BY ONE OR MORE YEARS AS A PRD;tY FOR RETENT.ION. 



o 

ERIC 



60 



70 



90.41 



Attachment IV-1 



PROGRAM: LF$SRRK AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 01/10/91 

DEPAWTMCNT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



SECONDARY AT-RISK STUDENTS BY LOCATION AND BV GRADE. 1990-91 



ENROLL- GRADES SCHC JL 



CODE 


SCHOOL 


MtNT • 


6 7 


8 


9 


1 0 


1 1 


1 2 


TOTAL 


2 


AUS T I N H5 


1677 








1 6 0 


1 J J 


^ 0 




3 


oCHNSTON H5 


1 805 






533 


279 


1 58 


4.0 


1 * OG 


4 


LANIER H5 


1 530 






32 1 


2 1 8 


1 0 


1 1 c 

1 • D 


829 


5 


MCCALLuM HS 


1 299 






24 1 


1 <S2 


^ 2 1 


J 


597 


6 


REAGAN HS 


1 333 






29 1 


1 79 


1 28 


1 Z A 


^ A 2 


' 


TkAVIS HS 


1 367 






305 


209 


• C9 


1 Cr> 


* ■' 89 


a 


CROCKETT HS 


1 702 






32 1 


266 


1 "6 


1 2 8 


Q 9 1 


9 


ANDcRSON HS 


1 36 4 






1 40 


168 


/ y 


C J 


•4 bo 


* 0 


L.B.J. HS 


1352 






1 7 3 


1 54 


t A tZ. 




C ^ 4 

zo 1 


1 ^ 


kosb ins 


336 




1 2 9 


90 


54 


Jo 


• « 

1 ' 


3 1 1 


* 2 


A . L . C . 


1 1 0 


20 


2 1 


30 


1 1 


J 


„ I 


d b 


1 3 


BOWIE HS 


2297 








23 4 


' 






' 6 


EVENING 5CH0 


8 B 






\ 1 


20 


J 1 


1 . 




•i 3 


FJlWORE MS 


59 1 


1 20 


93 






• 




2 1 3 




KEALING JHS 


964 


106 


96 






• 




202 




LAVAR MS 


562 


1 16 


83 






• 




* 93 


46 


BuRNET MS 


609 


135 


87 










222 


47 


0. HENRY MS 


459 


69 


94 










163 


48 


PEARCE MS 


549 


128 


1 1 1 






• 




239 


49 


PORTER MS 


674 


1 14 


1 1 1 










225 


51 


MARTIN vJHS 


6 ' 9 


' JO 


1 OS 










O '5 Q 
2 J9 


52 


MJRCHISON MS 


703 


120 


G6 










196 


54 


BEOICHEK MS 


698 


14 1 


87 










228 


55 


DOB IE MS 


633 


124 


1 10 










234 


57 


COVINGTON MS 


947 


109 


77 










186 


58 


MENDEZ MS 


636 


V32 


138 










270 


250 


A. S. H. 


35 




3 


» 4 


1 






9 


25 1 


OEV. CENTER 


53 












1 a 


14 


252 


RIO GRANDE 


86 


8 


8 


15 


10 




4 


46 


253 


HOMEBOUND 


21 






5 


1 




2 


4 10 


255 


MARY LEE 


28 




1 


1 


1 






4 


258 


CLIFTON CENT 


98 






1 


4 




66 


80 


259 


TEENAGE PARE 


165 


8 


14 


44 


33 


21 


18 


^38 


260 


SHOAL CREEK 


13 


1 


1 


1 








3 


26 1 


CHILORENS CE 


5 
















TOTAL FOR GRADE 


25468 


1581 


1437 


3046 


2249 


1553 


1 175 


1 104 1 



. « This grade does not apply at This school. 
- = enrollment as of october 30. 1990 



ERIC 



71 

61 



90.41 



Attachment IV-2 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRirT 
DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFOPMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



01/10/91 



SECONDARY AV-RI5K STUDENTS B LOCATION AND Qi GRADE. 1990-91 



CODE 



SCHOOL 



ENROLL' 
MENT* 



2 AUSTIN HS 1677" 

3 JOHNSTON HS 1805 

4 LANIER HS 1530 

5 MCCALLUM HS 1299 
o REAGAM HS 1333 
" TPAVIS HS 1367 
3 CROCKETT HS 1"'02 
9 ANCERSCN HS 1364 

*0 L.B.J. MS 1352 

11 ROBSINS 336 

*2 A . L. C. 110 

13 BOWIE HS 2297 

16 EVENING SCHO 33 

-3 FUlVOOE MS 59 1 

•i4 KEALING JHS 964 

«15 LAMAR MS 562 

46 BURNET MS 609 

4^ 0. HENRY MS ^59 

48 PEARCE MS 5i9 

49 PCRTER MS 674 

51 MARTIN JHS 679 

52 MURCHISON MS 703 

54 5EDICHEK MS 698 

55 OCBIS MS 633 
5" C':)VINGTCN MS 947 

VENCE2 MS 636 

250 A. S. M. 35 

251 DEV. CENTER 53 

252 RIO GRANDE 86 

253 HOMEBO'uNO 2 1 
255 MARY LEE 28 
253 CLIP^CN CENT 98 

259 TEENAGE PARE 1€5 

260 SHOAL CREEK 13 
26 1 CHILDRENS CE 5 

AVERAGE FOR GRADE 



7 




a 


GRADES 






10 




1 1 


12 




SCHOOL 
AVERAGE 










47 . 


30 


48 


.43 


34 


. 26 


26 . 


59 


40. 


31 






. 




62. 


7 1 


64 


. 29 


59 


. 79 


52. 


50 


6 1 . 


27 










56. 


4 1 


55 


. 75 


56 


. 27 


44 . 


40 


54 . 


18 










53. 


20 


53 


. 1 1 


40 


.07 


30. 


54 


45. 


96 










59. 


03 


54 


. 57 


55 


. 4 1 


44 . 


13 


54 


^6 










57 . 


66 


69 


. 89 


59 


. 72 


5 1 . 


46 


57 . 


"'2 










54 . 


13 


€6 


. 33 


47 


. 57 


37 . 


87 


52 


35 










35. 


00 


48 


. 14 


27 


. 34 


21 . 


17 


33 


43 










4 1 . 


DO 


42 


. 19 


44 


. 48 


33 . 


05 


40 


75 






94. 


8 1 


89. 


1 1 


96 


.43 


0 


. 32 


84. 


62 


92 


56 


76 . 


92 


70. 


00 


83 . 


33 


84 


.62 


•^5 


.00 


IOC 


.0 


78 


18 










32. 


93 


47 


04 


33 


. 20 


3 1 . 


19 


36 


53 










100.0 


tco.c 


96 


.88 


69. 


00 


89 


77 


37 . 


15 


34 . 


70 


















36 


04 


20. 


83 


21 . 


10 


















20 


95 


37 . 


66 


32. 


68 


















35 


4 1 


39. 


59 


32 . 


46 


















36 


45 


29. 


87 


4 1 . 


23 


















35 


5 1 


4 1 . 


42 


46. 




















4 3 


53 


32 . 


85 


33 . 


94 


















33 


33 


37 . 


68 


32. 


34 


















35 


05 


3 1 . 


66 




37 


















26 


-6 


36. 


25 


28. 


16 


















32 


66 


38. 


39 


35. 


48 


















36 


97 


22 . 


15 


16 . 


92 


















19 


64 


40. 


87 


44 . 


09 


















42 


45 


0. 


00 


30. 


00 


36. 


36 


16 


.67 


100.0 


C. 


00 


25 


7 1 






0. 


00 


0. 


00 


0 


.00 


0 


.00 


60. 


87 


26 


42 


47 '. 


06 


44 


44 


62. 


50 


50 


.00 


33 


. 33 


100.0 


53 


49 


0. 


00 


0. 


00 


83. 


33 


25 


.00 


50 


.00 


50. 


00 


47 


62 


0. 


00 


14 . 


29 


10. 


00 


33 


. 33 


33 


. 33 


0. 


00 


14 


.29 










100.0 


100.0 


56 


. 25 


85. 


1 


81 


63 


100.0 


58! 


33 


95. 


65 


91 


.67 


80 


. 77 


72. 


00 


P2 


64 


50. 


00 


20. 


00 


25. 


00 


0 


.00 










23 


08 


0. 


00 


0. 


00 


0. 


DO 






0 


.00 










33. 


75 


33. 


26 


51 . 


68 


54 .80 


45 


.70 


38. 


3 1 


43 


. 35 



th:s grace does not apply at this school 
enrollment as of october 30. 1990 



7'^ 



ERIC 



62 



90.41 



Attachment IV-3 



PROGRAM: LF$ELRK3 AUSTIN INOEPENOENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 04/29/91 

DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH ANO EVALUATION 







ELEMENTARY 


AT-RISK 


STUDENTS 


BY LOCATION 


AND BY 


GRADE . 


1990- 


9 1 






FNJPni L « 








GRADES 










SCHOOL 


CODE 


SCHOOL 




P k 

c r\ 


K 


1 


2 




4 


5 


6 


TOTAL 


101 


ALLISON 




n 


1 3 


63 


4 1 


47 


45 


43 




263 


102 


ANDREWS 


764 


0 

w 


33 


69 


42 


48 


63 


60 




332 


1 03 


BARTON HILLS 


«3 0 9 




1 


9 


5 


5 


1 6 


14 


8 


58 


104 


6ECKER 


T77 


0 


10 


32 


16 


25 


34 


28 




1 54 


105 


BL ACKSHEAR 


•* 0 f 


1 4 


19 


48 


29 




36 


39 


42 


266 


1 06 


BL ANTON 


4 A 

MOO 


n 


0 


36 


1 3 




28 


17 


15 


144 


107 


BRENTWOOD 


0 *« « 


n 


1 4 


45 


25 


38 


49 


3 1 




202 


108 


BROOKE 


447 


2 1 


23 


48 


42 


48 


50 


36 




268 


• 09 


GROWN 




0 


3 1 


7 1 


32 


46 


33 


42 




292 


^ 10 


BRVKER unnD'^ 






7 


1 3 


8 


1 n 


1 7 


14 


9 


73 


1 1 1 


CAMPBE LL 

V> M 1" r U b w b 




0 


8 


25 


1 4 




25 


2 1 


20 


1 36 


1 12 


CASIS 


0 1 ? 


n 


3 1 


45 


1 5 




28 


27 


1 3 


1 95 


1 1 3 




0 « « 




4 


B6 


1 7 


3 1 


48 


40 




196 


1 • 4 


DAWSON 






1 1 


55 


33 




34 


42 




220 


• 1 5 


n T LL 


q 








i 


3 


4 






3 


1 «. 6 


GOVALLE 


P 1 0 

v» 1 W 


0 


25 


68 


38 


34 


39 


35 




257 


« 1 7 


GULLET T 


424 




4 


18 


8 


6 


1 6 


9 




6 1 


1 18 


HARRIS 


fi74 


n 


30 


73 


29 


37 


43 


34 




263 


* 19 


HIGHLAND PARK 






8 


20 


8 


1 3 


1 1 


8 




63 


1 20 


jnSLI M 

W ^ w b A 1^ 


>j 0 0 


n 


8 


40 


1 4 


1 6 


34 


33 




167 


1 2 1 


b w 






7 


18 


6 


10 


8 


13 


8 


70 


122 


MAPLEWODO 




0 


4 


26 


8 


1 7 


18 


17 


13 


1 12 




MATHEWS 

(▼I M 1 fib W ^ 


404 


0 


0 


32 


1 3 


1 0 


15 


1 1 


17 


146 


< 14 


METZ 


V 0 


n 


25 


48 


33 


37 


40 


36 


33 


276 


' 25 


DAK SPPIMGS 


"IQ 1 


0 


8 


52 


29 


2 3 


32 


35 




1 88 


1 26 


ORTEGA 


'1 1 Q 


n 
\J 


0 


36 


1 7 


9 A 


3 1 


27 




162 






^ 1 \j 


n 


15 


59 


27 


47 


39 


55 


4 1 


304 


4. 0 


Pe ASE 






0 


0 






12 


1 1 


10 


44 


1 


PPCAN SPRINGS 


47n 


n 


0 


57 


1 6 


3 4 


33 


37 




178 




PLEASANT HILL 




n 


14 


44 


23 


24 


37 


34 




190 


■9 1 


READ 


« « 














65 




65 








n 


9 


23 


1 0 


22 


16 


10 




104 






9fiO 




0 


33 


26 


23 


19 


17 




162 




ST FLMn 


S9q 


0 


1 1 


45 


25 


1 8 


42 


37 




189 




SUMMITT 






12 


64 


27 


43 


43 






189 


1 39 


S IMS 






1 


33 


10 


29 


29 


29 




13 1 


4fi 
• *• \j 


TRAVIS HEIGHTS 


fi64 


n 


17 


57 
• 


29 


33 


4 1 


45 




243 


1 4 1 


WALNUT CREEK 






12 


63 


36 


26 


34 


29 




201 


* 4 2 


AL LAN 


4')4 
■f 0 ■# 


n 


34 


45 


34 


36 


36 


32 




245 


1 4 3 


PATTON 


1 09 7 




9 


69 


28 


36 


20 


38 




200 


1 44 


WODTEN 




n 

w 


24 


63 


36 


33 


57 


52 




280 


^45 


ZAVALA 


1 




12 


56 ' 


3 1 


28 


43 


29 




215 


1 46 


ZI LKER 






13 


34 


27 


22 


21 


33 


20 


170 


• 47 


MENCHACA 


7'^fi 




6 


40 




19 


28 


16 




120 




OAK HILL 


fln7 




1 1 


58 


1 6 


24 


38 


20 




167 


4Q 


HARRINGTON 


fl47 
0^ f 


n 

w 


0 


89 


34 


55 


70 


65 




344 




0 w ^ ^ 1^ 




9 


0 


27 


1 0 


18 


22 


20 




101 


* ^ 1 

J 1 


P I LLnw 


SIR 

? «9 0 


\j 


14 


48 


19 


25 


4 1 






169 


• J ^ 


wnnLOR IDGE 


0 w 




23 


93 


48 


44 


64 


39 




323 




nnss 






8 


26 


1 2 


16 


16 


21 


10 


109 




HILL 






9 


29 


15 


1 4 


7 


13 




87 




DOOM 






12 


77 


29 


42 


46 


50 




264 


1 


W T KJKJ 


839 


0 


0 


45 


17 


40 


55 


64 




222 


1 ^fl 

1 00 


SUNSFT VALLEY 


631 


0 


12 


55 


17 


13 


4 1 


39 




177 






566 




0 


40 


1 1 


25 


38 


42 




162 


160 


LINDER 


787 


6 


40 


99 


40 


69 


60 


49 




389 


161 


COOK 


663 


0 


13 


57 


21 


34 


25 


40 




193 


162 


HOUSTON 


717 


0 


26 


68 


30 


44 


46 


42 




274 


166 


WILLIAMS 


997 




1 1 


85 


24 


33 


69 


48 




270 


168 


LANGFORD 


.546 


0 


9 


39 


21 


27 


33 


32 




175 


170 


BOONE 


1169 




6 


55 


21 


48 


7 1 


45 




246 


17 1 


PALM 


576 


6 


0 


46 


26 


26 


48 


31 




194 


172 


KOCUREK 


907 




10 


60 


22 


40 


56 


37 




223 


175 


. WIDEN 


999 


0 


13 


72 


46 


52 


66 


77 




342 


176 


QALINDO 


714 


0 


15 


81 


26 


50 


41 


42 




269 


TOTAL FOR GRADE 


37671 


621 


039 


3090 


1437 


1871 


2 300 


2097 


259 


125 14 



~ r'Hli GrtA^e DOES NOT APPLY AT THIS SCHOOL. 
• • ENROLLWENT AS OF OCTOBER, 30. 1990 



ERIC 



6373 



90.41 Attachment IV-4 

PROGWAM: LF»ELRK2 AUSTIN INOEPENOENT SCHOOL OISTRICT 04/2^/91 

DEPARTMENT Of MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 

ELEMENTARY #*r-ttI5K STUDENTS BY LOCATION AND BY GRADE. 1990-91 



CODE SCHOOL 



101 ALLISON 

102 ANDREWS 

103 BARTON HILLS 

104 BECKER 

105 BLACKSHEAR 

106 BLANTON 

107 BRENTWOOD 

108 BROOKE 

109 BROWN 

1 10 BRYKER WOODS 

111 CAMPBELL 

112 CASIS 

113 CUNNINGHAM 

114 DAWSON 

115 DILL 

116 G07ALLE 

117 GULLETT 
Its HARRIS 

1 19 HIGHLAND PARK 

120 JOSLIN 

121 LEE 

122 MAPLEWCOD 

123 MATHEWS 

124 METZ 

125 OAK SPRINGS 

126 ORTEGA 

127 SANCHEZ 

128 PEASE 

129 PECAN SPRINGS 

130 PLIASANT HILL 

131 READ 

132 REILLY 

133 RIOGETOP 
136 ST. ELMO 

138 SJMMTTT 

139 SIMS 

140 TRAVIS HEIGHT 

141 WALNUT CREEK 

142 ALLAN 

143 PATTON 

144 WOOTEN 

145 ZAVALA 

146 ZILKER 

147 MENCHACA 

148 OAK HILL 

149 BARRINGTON 

150 NORMAN 

151 PILLOW 

152 WOOLORIOGE 

154 DOSS 

155 HILL 

156 OOOM 

157 WINN 

158 SUNSET VALLEY 

159 GRAHAM 

160 LINOER 

161 COOK 

162 HOUSTON 
166 WILLIAMS 
161 LANGFORO 

170 BOONE 

171 PALM 

172 KOCUREK 

175 WIDEN 

176 GALINOO 

AVERAGE FOR GRADI! 



EK 


K 








2 


GRADES 


J 


4 


5 




D 


SCHOOL 
AVERAGE 


17 . 


19 


1 3 . 


1 3 


75 


00 


39 . 


8 1 


52 


. 22 


49. 


45 










A 0 

4 Ji 


9 / 


23. 


61 


25 . 


78 


57 


50 


35 . 


59 


40 


. 68 


55. 


75 


63 


1 6 






A 1 






68 


2. 


56 


20 


45 


1 1 . 


36 


8 


. 93 


28. 


57 


2 ^ 


Q') 

90 


1 Q 

1 i7 


net 


4 *f 

1 / 


3 1 


23. 


19. 


6 1 


57 


14 


35 . 


56 


38 


.46 


49. 


28 


w ^ 


0 0 








0 c 


29. 


17 


35. 


19 


77 


42 


55 . 


77 


72 


. 22 


63. 


16 




90 


0 1; 
0 3 


"7 1 

. / 1 




Q "7 


27 . 


66 


1 1 . 


32 


6 1 


02 


24 . 


07 


24 


. 24 


46. 


67 




4 2 


30 


. 6 1 


J J 


U J 


0. 


00 


1 2 . 


50 


45 


00 


20 . 


00 


33 


.63 


48. 


51 




AA 
•••• 






J 1 


A ei 
••0 


33 . 


33 


38. 


33 


70 


59 


59 . 


15 


70 


.59 


75. 


76 


70 








09 


. 9o 


52 . 


1 1 


36 . 


05 


78 


02 


55 . 


17 


58 


.23 


53. 


23 


0 J 


fftA 






30 


. 92 


28 ! 




1 1 . 


67 


26 


00 


1 5 . 


38 


20 


.00 


26. 


56 


« 0 


00 
\J\J 






4C 1 


4 

. J 1 


00 


1 8 . 


60 


60 


98 


26 . 


92 


40 


.00 


69. 


44 


0 J 


Ra 
04 


"7 1 

/ 1 


. 4 J 


A CL 

4 3 


. 04 


7 1 . 


43 


24 . 


22 


29 


30 


1 4 . 


42 


15 


.09 


26. 


42 


^ ct 


Al 


1 6 




4C J 


. 9 J 


16. 


67 


2 . 


6 1 


36 


84 


1 1 


4 1 


23 


.66 


4 1 . 


38 


1 1 


OR 






0 ^ 

4C J 


P A 


13. 


25 


65 


48 


43 . 


42 


45 


.88 


55. 


74 












. 9 / 


29! 


5 1 










50 . 


00 


100.0 


100.0 










P C 


P Q 

. 09 


25 . 


25 


66 


67 


?,S . 


85 


36 


. 96 


^ '«j . 


7 1 


43 


75 






4 2 


1 1 


30 ; 


91 


4 . 


35 


22 


22 


1 1 


27 


8 


. 33 


A \j . 


2 3 










1 A 


. J ^ 


27 . 


27 


62 


39 


26 . 


13 


35 


. 92 


44 


7Q 
/ jj 


d 1 


AR 






TO 
J9 




34. 


38 


8. 


79 


20 


62 


9. 


88 


1 4 


. 77 


1 T 


R P 

3 0 










1 J 


no 


8 . 


5 1 


46 


5 1 


1 4 . 


89 


17 


. 02 


45 . 




40 


74 






AO 


Ar\ 


25. 


7 1 


1 3 . 


46 


36 


73 


1 1 


1 1 


18 


. 18 


1 4 . 


6 1 


26 


00 


1 3 




1 9 


r\'7 


7 . 


4 1 


50 


00 


1 7 


78 


30 


. 9 1 


42 


0 yJ 


43 


59 


J J 




J 1 


. U2 


63. 


4 1 


34 . 


38 


5 1 


6 1 


2 1 . 


3 1 


2 1 


. 28 


32 . 


6 1 


26 


19 


4 1 


A C 

. 4b 


JO 


4 A 

. 1 4 


58. 


54 


45 . 


45 


7 1 


64 


*m f . 


83 


53 


. 62 






62 


07 


f 1 


. 74 


39 


a. 4 


18. 


37 


^ 5 . 


09 


80 


00 


46 . 


03 


40 


. 35 


62 . 


75 


66 


04 






A P 


np 


36 . 


84 


25. 


7 1 


72 


00 


4 3 . 


59 


5 1 


. 85 


56 . 


36 


56 


25 






3U 


*7 Q 


42 . 


86 


24 . 


59 


66 


29 


4 1 


54 


60 


. 26 


48 . 


1 ^ 


69 


62 


bU 




w J 


. Jj 






0. 


00 


24 


39 




00 


2 


. 33 


30 . 


00 


30 


56 


Ji 1 


. 74 


1 3 




0. 


00 


1 . 


47 


67 


86 


23 . 


19 


45 


. 33 


46 




58 


73 






^^7 




29. 


79 


1 3 . 


33 


5 1 


16 


2 1 


30 


28 


. 57 


42 


05 


38 


20 






0 1 


Qn 


31 . 


82 






















29 


02 






2Q 


no 


16. 


36 


46 


00 


1 5 . 


63 


33 


. 85 


31 . 


37 


28 


57 






4:0 


. 3 / 


63. 


33 


53 . 


19 


7 1 


74 


60 . 


47 


69 


! 70 


52. 


78 


68 


00 






a. 0 
w 4: 


0 1 
. J 1 


18. 


97 


14. 


10 


52 


94 


36 . 


76 


24 


. 66 


46. 


15 


46 .66 






J3 


. f J 






5 . 


04 


29 


91 


1 3 ! 


71 


2 1 


. 08 


26. 


87 










1 A 


00 


0! 


00 


2 . 


27 


62 


26 




26 


48 


. 33 


51 . 


79 


60 


42 








Q4 


43 . 


75 


16 . 


83 


53 


77 


24 . 


37 


30 


.64 


40. 


59 


54 


68 








fin 


1 . 


79 


1 1 . 


54 


61 


76 


30 . 


30 


37 


. 14 


40. 


48 


45 


31 






J3 


no 


46. 


67 


44 . 


16 


78 


95 


47 . 


89 


59 


.02 


65. 


45 


60 


38 






30 


A 

3 






5 . 


92 


35 


57 


1 6 . 


67 


21 


.56 


12. 


35 


20 


65 






1 Q 


A 7 


3 1 . 


25 


22. 


22 


56 


25 


33 . 


03 


34 


.74 


67. 


86 


59 


77 






A. 1 


03 


32. 


00 


26 . 


67 


73 


68 




00 


47 


.46 


78. 


18 


65 


91 














18. 


84 


37 


78 


29 . 


03 


29 


.33 


34. 


43 


52 


38 


J J 


. 9U 










5. 


04 


35 


40 


7 . 


86 


15 


.08 


24. 


56 


12 


90 






1 A 

1 0 


Tn 




45 


7. 


69 


36 


71 


1 2 . 


12 


17 


. 14 


33. 


04 


16 


81 






on 




25! 


1 1 . 


97 


62.68 


* w . 


19 


41 


.04 


58. 


33 


54 


62 






Ad 


A 1 
fj 1 


8. 


00 


4. 


44 


62 


79 


2 1 . 


26 


42 


.66 


56. 


41 


37 


74 






'%A 
J** 


J 3 


52. 


38 


13. 


33 


40 


66 




84 


25 


.51 


46. 


59 










J 1 


A 1 


22. 


64 


14. 


65 


66 


.43 


37 


80 


43 


.56 


48. 


85 


40 


21 






Ar\ 


n7 






10. 


13 


32 


10 


1 1 . 


32 


17 


.98 


17. 


02 


26 


92 


, 1 


"7 it 

. to 


1 7 






79 


7. 


14 


20.57 


1 3 


64 


13 


.21 


6. 


73 


16 


25 






13 


04 


13. 


9. 


52 


52 


03 


0 0 


48 


32 


.31 


34. 


85 


39 


68 






31 


10 


0. 


00 


0. 


79 


36 


29 


1 4 . 


17 


29 


.63 


50. 


00 


47, 


06 






26 


46 


0. 


00 


10.26 


46 


22 


is! 


74 


15 


. 12 


47. 


13 


43. 


82 






28 


05 






5. 


77 


42.55 


1 1 . 


46 


31 


.25 


42. 


22 


41 


18 






28 


62 


43! 


84 


30. 


53 


70 


21 


36. 


04 


54 


.33 


57. 


69 


49. 


00 






49. 


43 


9. 


68 


1 1 . 


50 


52 


78 


20. 


59 


29 


.31 


26. 


32 


40 


82 






29. 


1 1 


27 . 


27 


21 . 


31 


57 


14 


27. 


27 


47 


.31 


39. 


66 


46. 


15 






38. 


21 






6. 


92 


49 


71 


12. 


70 


21 


.02 


40. S3 


31. 


58 






27. 


08 


23! 


33 


10. 


1 1 


49 


37 


23. 


33 


31 


.76 


42. 


31 


49. 


23 






32. 


05 






3. 


17 


23 


71 


1 1 . 


54 


22 


.75 


42. 


01 


24. 


19 






21 . 


04 


24*. 


00 


5. 


88 


61 


.33 


28. 


26 


24 


.30 


51. 


61 


41 . 


89 






33. 


68 






6. 


80 


40.27 


12. 


79 


25 


.48 


39. 


44 


26. 


43 






24. 


81 


2a! 


22 


8. 


67 


55 


38 


27. 


38 


32 


. 10 


43. 


14 


46. 


95 






34. 


23 


26. 


00 


1 1 . 


90 


60 


00 


25. 


49 


41 


.67 


47. 


13 


44. 


68 






37. 


68 


2B. 


50 


13. 


88 


49 


50 


24. 


08 


31 


.92 


42. 


15 


40. 


35 


39 


.82 


33. 


22 



. • THIS t,Hkbi NOT APPLY aT IhH ithOOL. 

• • ENROLLMENT A$ OF OCTOBER 30. 1990. 



64 

74 



90.41 



Attachment IV-5 



PROGRAM: LFSSRRK AUSTIN INDEPENDtNT SCHOOL DISTRICT 01.00/91 

DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



MIDDLE SCHOOL AT-RISK STUDENTS BY LOCATION AND BY GRACE. 1990-91 



ENROLL- GRADES SCHOOL 

CODE SCHOOL MENT« 6 7 8 9 10 M 12 TOTAL 



1 i 


^ D D A 1^ J 










\ 2 3 


1 2 


A . L . C . 


7 1 






21 


56 


43 


FULMORE MS 


909 


142 


120 


93 


365 


44 


KEALING JHS 


964 




1 06 


96 


202 


45 


LAMAR MS 


o a o 


1 19 


1 1 6 






46 


BURNET MS 


976 


189 


135 


87 


4 1 1 


47 


0. HENRY MS 


722 


1 15 


69 


94 


1^78 


48 


PEARCE MS 


890 


174 


128 


in 


413 


49 


PORTER MS 


1089 


161 


1 1 4 


111 


386 


51 


MARTIN JHS 


733 


eo 


:30 


108 


298 


52 


MURCHISON MS 


1111 


157 


120 


66 


343 


54 


BEDICHEK MS 


1082 


145 


14 1 


87 


373 


55 


008 IE MS 


1002 


164 


124 


110 


398 


57 


COVINGTON MS 


1385 


-.22 


109 


77 


308 


58 


MEN0E2 MS 


1066 


199 


132 


138 


469 


250 


A. S. H. 


22 


3 




3 


6 


251 


DEV. CENTER 


7 


\ 






1 


252 


RIO GRANDE 


43 


6 


8 


8 


22 


253 


HOMEBOUND 


4 










255 


MARY LEE 


12 






1 




259 


TEENAGE PARE 


31 




8 


14 


23 


260 


SHOAL CREEK 


9 




1 


1 


2 


261 


CHILORENS CE 


3 










TOTAL FOR GRADE 


13161 


1774 


1581 


1437 


4792 



. " THIS GRADE DOES NOT APPLY AT ThIS SCHCOL. 
> ' ENROLLMENT AS OF OCTOBER 30, 1990 



ERIC 



65 75 



90-41 



Attachment IV-6 



PROGRAM: LF»5RRK2 AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 01/09/91 

DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



MIOOLE SCHOOL AT-RISK STUDENTS BY LOCATION AND BY GRADE. 1990-91 



ENROLL- 



CODE 




UP KIT • 


b 


7 




8 


1 1 




1 




• 




94. 


81 


1 2 


A I r 


7 i 

1 1 


100 . 0 


76 . 


92 


70. 


00 


43 


Put MHRP 




44 . CD 


37 , 


1 5 


34 . 


70 


44 


kPAl T Kin . lUC 


^D4 




20. 


83 


2 1 . 


10 


45 




AAA 
O O O 


Jb . ovj 


37 . 


66 


32 . 


68 


46 






C 4 Cl^ 

0 1 , DVJ 


39 . 


59 


32 . 


46 


47 




7 0 0 


«♦ J , ; J 


29. 


87 


4 1 . 


23 


48 


PFAprp MC 


Q on 


K 4 ^1 
J 1 . U J 


4 1 . 


42 


46. 


25 


49 


PORTER MS 


1089 


38.80 


32'. 


85 


33 . 


94 


51 


MARTIN JHS 


738 


101.7 


37 . 


68 


32. 


34 


52 


MURCHISDN MS 


1111 


«3 O . f (J 


31 . 


66 


20. 


37 


54 


BEDICHEK MS 


1082 


37 .76 


36. 


25 


28. 


16 


C'5 


DOBIE MS 


1C02 


44 . 44 


38. 


39 


35. 


48 


57 


COVINGTON MS 


1385 


27 . 65 


22 . 


15 


16. 


92 


58 


MENDEZ MS 


1066 


46 . 28 


40. 


87 


44 . 


09 


250 


A. S. H. 


22 


50.00 


0. 


00 


30. 


00 


251 


DEV. CENTER 


7 


25.00 






0. 


00 


252 


RID GRANDE 


43 


75 .CO 


47 . 


06 


44 . 


44 


253 


HQMEBCUND 


4 


0.00 


0. 


00 


0. 


00 


255 


MARY LEE 


12 


100.0 


0. 


DO 


14 . 


29 


259 


TEENAGE PARE 


33 


10C.0 


100.0 


58. 


33 


260 


SHOAL CREEK 


9 


0.00 


50. 


00 


20. 


00 


261 


CHILDRENS CE 


3 




0. 


00 


0. 


00 


AVERAGE FOR GRADE 




42.69 


33. 


75 


33. 


26 



10 



1 1 



12 



SCHOOL 
AVERAGE 



36 . 4 1 



. » THIS GRADE DOES NOT APPLY AT THIS SCHOOL. 
• • ENROLLMENT A3 OF OCTOBER 30. 1990 



ERIC 



7f; 

66 



90-41 



Attachnent IV-7 



PROGRAM: LF$SRRK 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DIST;?ICT 
OEPARTMPM OF MANAGEMENT I^^ORMATrON 
OFFICE Or RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



0 1/ 1 1/y 1 





HIGH SCHOOL AT-RISK STUDENTS BY LOCATION AND 


Bf GRADE, 


1990 


-91 








ENROLL- GRADES 








SCmOCL 


CODE 


SCHOOL 


MENT* 6 7 3 9 


10 


1 1 


12 


TOTAL 


2 


AUSTIN HS 


1677 . . . 272 


185 


123 


96 


676 


3 


JOHNSTON HS 


1805 533 


279 


168 


126 


1 106 


4 


LANIER HS 


1530 . . . 321 


2 18 


175 


1 15 


829 


5 


MCCALLUM HS 


1299 241 


162 


121 


73 


597 


6 


REAGAN HS 


1333 .291 


179 


128 


124 


722 


7 


TRAVIS HS 


1367 . 305 


209 


169 


106 


789 


8 


CROCKETT HS 


1702 . . .321 


266 


176 


128 


89 1 


9 


ANDERSON HS 


1364 .140 


168 


79 


69 


456 


10 


L.B.J. HS 


1352 . . . 173 


1 54 


1 45 


79 


55 1 


1 1 


POBBINS 


201 . . . 90 


54 


28 


1 1 


* 33 


1 2 


A. L. C. 


54 ... 30 


1 1 


3 


1 


45 


13 


BOWIE HS 


2297 , . .247 


294 


172 


126 


839 


16 


EVENING SCHC 


88 11 


20 


31 


17 


•'9 


250 


A . S. H. 


19 ... 4 


1 


1 




6 


251 


DEV. CENTER 


50 .... 






14 


14 


252 


RIO GRANDE 


51 ... 15 


10 


1 


d 


30 


253 


HOMEBOUND 


18 ... 5 


1 


2 


2 


10 


255 


MARY LEE 


17 ... 1 


1 


1 




3 


258 


CLIFTON CENT 


98 ... 1 


4 


9 


66 


80 


259 


TEENAGE PARE 


133 ... 44 


33 


21 


18 


1 16 


260 


SHOAL CREEK 


6 ... 1 










261 


CHILDRENS CE 


2 .... 










TOTAL FOR GRADE 


16463 3046 


2249 1553 


1 175 


8023 


s 


THIS GRADE ODES 


NOT APPLY AT THIS SCHOOL. 










m m 


ENROLLMENT AS OF OCTOBER 30. 1990 











67 



ERIC 



77 



90.41 



DPnAWTMLM MANA.'i£»Jlf:NT INfQpMATIQN 

OFFICE CJF ^^ESEAPCH AND [VALUATION 



Attachment IV-8 

0 w 1 1 91 





HIGH SCHOOL AT-RISK 


STuCCN'^S LOCATION ANO 








^ ' 








ENROLL " 


GRADE S 














CCDE 


SCHOOL 


ME NT • 


6 8 3 


10 


1 


1 


1 ? 


V ^ K ** VJ t 


2 


Austin 


16 7 7 




4b 


43 








.AO T 1 


3 


liOHNSTONJ 




62.71 


64 


29 


Dp . 


7 9 


so ^.o 


fi 1 0 7 


a 


LANIER 


1 5 30 


56 4 1 


55 


-^5 




7 7 


«I U JO 


1 


5 


MCC AL L UM 


> ^ ^ 7 


5 3 . 20 


^3 


1 1 






TO S4 


J "4 O r» 


6 


PEAGAN 


13 33 


09,03 


54 


5"^ 


r. c 


4 1 


** • J 


J . ' V) 


7 


TP AV I <^ 


1 1fi7 


5*^.66 


59 


8 0 


>^ 3 . 




^1 - C 

J ' . 




a 






54. '.3 


66 


. 33 


1 7 


5"* 






9 


ANDERSON HS. 


1364 




48 


14 


^ "J" 


J 4 


9 1 1 






L.B.J. HS 


1352 


4 1 CjQ 


42 


. 19 


44 


48 






1 1 


ROBBINS 


201 


8 D . 1 1 


96 


.43 


90 




o . o * 


Q 1 O J 


'.2 


A. L. C. 


54 


£3.33 


34 


.62 


7 5 


00 


1 00 . 0 


S3. 33 


• 3 


EOWIE HS 


X ^ ' 


32 93 


4"^ 


04 


J J 


20 


3 1.19 


36 .53 


' 6 


tVEMNG SCHO 


38 


^:o.c 


^00 0 


C p. 
V o 


"^S 


GS CO 


39 


: jc 


A . S . H . 


va 


35.36 


16 


67 


♦ C] 

u 


.0 


0.00 


3* .53 




OEV. CENTER 


50 


^ 00 


0 


CO 








P ' 
^ o . ^ \y 


— 


PIO GRANDE 


5 1 


62 50 


50 


CO 


33 


3 3 








-CWE50'^\D 


'.a 


8 3 33 


25 


. oo 


50 


CO 


50 PO 


55 5 6 


255 


VARY ^EE 


17 


' ? . DO 


33 


33 


33 


33 


0 CO 


1-65 


253 


CLI^TCN CENT 


98 


':o.o 


'OC.O 


56 


25 


85 7 1 


9^63 


259 


TEENAGE PARE 


133 


95 65 


91 


.67 


80 




7 2.00 


87.22 


260 


S'-^OAl CREEK 


6 


25.00 


0 


.00 








16.67 


261 


CHlLORENS CE 


2 


0 CO 






0 


.CO 






avekage for grade 




51.68 


54 . 80 


45 


"0 


33 3 ' 


US . "^3 


X 


THIS GRACE DOES NOT u:>o^( a 


' r»-IS SCr^OCL. 














« a 


ENROLLMENT AS 


OF OCTCSER 30 


. ^990 















ERIC 



68 



gQ^41 AttachmBnt IV-9 

PROGPAM- LF1ELRK3 AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 04/29/91 

DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INrORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 

ELEMENTARY OVERAGE STUDENTS BY LOCATION AND BY GRADE. 1990-91 



CODE SCHOOL 



ENROLL- 
MENT 



EK 



GRADES 
2 3 



SCHOOL 
TOTAL 



101 

102 

103 

104 

105 

106 

107 

108 

109 

1 10 

1 1 1 

112 

1 13 

1 14 

1 15 

1 16 

1 17 

1 18 

1 19 

120 

12 1 

122 

123 

124 

125 

^26 

127 

128 

129 

130 

131 

132 

133 

136 

138 
139 

140 

14 1 

142 

143 

144 

145 

146 

147 

148 

149 

150 

151 

152 

<54 

155 

156 

157 

158 

159 

160 

161 

162 

166 

168 

170 

171 

172 

175 

176 



ALLISON 

ANDREWS 

BARTON HILLS 

BECKER 

BLACKSHEAR 

BLANTON 

BRENTWOOO 

BROOKE 

BROWN 

BRYKER WOODS 

CAMPBELL 

CASIS 

CUNNINGHAM 

DAWSON 

DILL 

GCVALLE 

GULLETT 

HARRIS 

HIGHLAND PARK 

OOSLIN 

LEE 

MAPLEWOOO 

MATHEWS 

METZ 

OAK SPRINGS 
ORTEGA 
SANCHEZ 
PEASE 

PECAN SPRINGS 

PLEASANT HILL 

READ 

REILLY 

RIDGETOP 

ST. Elmo 

SUMMITT 

SIMS 

TRAVIS HEIGHTS 

WALNUT CREEK 

ALLAN 

PATTON 

WOOTEN 

ZAVALA 

ZILKER 

MENCHACA 

OAK HILL 

BARRINGTON 

NORMAN 

PILLOW 

WOOLDRIOGE 

DOSS 

HILL 

DOOM 

WINN 

SUNSET VALLEY 

GRAHAM 

LINDER 

COOK 

HOUSTON 

WILLIAMS 

LANGFORO 

BOONE 

PALM 

KOCUREK 

WIDEN 

GALINOO 



TOTAL FOR GRADE 



6 12 


0 


3 


1 8 


23 


29 


JU 


JU 


• 


I J ij 


764 


0 


6 


3 


1 7 


26 


Jo 


40 




4 0 4 


335 




1 


2 


a 
9 


J 


4 


c 
3 


4 




377 


0 


1 


4 


Q 
O 


1 O 


41 J 


0 4 
4 1 




7R 


437 




2 


1 


1 J 


A R 

1 b 


« J 


4 


4 J 


107 


436 


0 


0 


b 


6 


o 


1 A 
1 4 




q 


4 5 


642 


0 


1 


1 0 


1 4 


20 


JO 


4\J 






447 




4 


1 0 


16 


2b 


JO 


«3 




1 10 


5 13 


0 


3 


1 4 


1 5 


27 


4 O 


'J 7 

«C f 






366 




6 


5 


! 


O 


a 
o 




4 


43 


298 


0 


2 


5 


6 


1 1 


4 1 
1 / 


4 A 






8 15 


0 


10 


1 7 


1 3 


1 1 


4 T 

1 J 






37 


822 




1 


1 1 


1 2 


20 


4 O 

1 o 






' 0 


5 12 


0 


4 


1 7 


1 9 


27 


4 Q 


J4! 




1 1 ^ 


9 




- 




1 


3 


3 






7 


6 10 


0 




1 3 


23 


1 9 


1 f 






1 1 


424 




4 


5 


S 


J, 


a 


Q 




35 


674 


0 


6 


1 9 


1 a 




4. 4 


4 A 




t02 


520 




8 


5 


7 


1 1 


4 4 

1 1 








588 


0 


3 


7 


o 


4 C 

1 O 


1 A 
1 4 


4 Q 
1 0 




66 

WW 


367 


' 


4 


3 


2 


4 


4 


A 
H 


4 




36 1 


G 


2 


1 


8 


4 O 

1 2 


4 O 




-» 




404 


0 


0 


6 


4 


6 


1 1 


A 
H 


q 




463 


0 


1 


4 


6 


1 1 


4 C 

1 b 


4: 4 


1 o 




391 


0 


2 


9 


2 1 


1 3 


4 T 


0 4 
4; 1 




w «J 


319 


0 


0 


6 


4 


20 


^ J 






7 1 


570 


0 


2 


9 


1 1 






A 4 
*♦ 1 


0 ^ 




290 




0 


0 


0 


4 

I 


A 

1 


C 
? 




4 2 


470 


0 


0 


6 


1 b 


4 1 


4 7 

I f 


1 0 




73 


607 


0 


1 




1 7 


4 C 

1 o 


4 O 
1 4 


4 A 




7 i 


224 






• 








J w 






364 


0 


1 


4 


K/ 


4 A 

1 4 


4 4 


7 




43 


260 


0 


0 


7 


1 1 


n 

I 


O 


Q 




42 

4h 


529 


0 


1 


6 


1 J. 


A O 


4 4 


4\J 






1013 


' 


9 


16 


2 3 


O 4 


4 A 






83 


328 


0 


1 


2 


A 
O 


4 A 
1 4 


4 Q 

1 J 


1 7 




55 


664 


0 


2 


1 2 


4 1 




^ J 


1 n 




94 


574 




3 


3 


1 7 




4 J 


1 A 




77 


434 


0 


6 


5 


6 


4 "7 

I 1 








70 


1027 




7 


27 


2b 




4 O 


4; J 




126 


643 


0 


1 


1 4 


1 8 


J. J, 


0 Q 


7 A 




1 1 2 


391 


0 


1 


1 7 


O 4 


Q 


4. u 


^ w 




96 


510 


• 


3 


24 


O A 

24 


4 T 

1 1 


4 

I J 


90 
« \J 




1 1 2 


736 


• 


4 


1 1 


1 1 


4 O 
1 J 


4 ts 






Q7 


807 




8 


24 


16 


2 J 


4 Q 


4 4 

1 1 




in 1 


847 


0 


0 


25 


4 C 

1 b 




J r 






1 25 


294 


' 


0 


4 


6 


4 A 
1 4 


4 0 
1 4 


4 '3 




SO 


538 


0 


4 


1 3 


10 


4 A 
1 4 


1 ^ 






53 


806 


0 


6 


22 


Jo 




J 3 


4\J 




145 


612 




7 


1 1 


10 


1 1 


10 


7 




62 


667 




5 


14 


13 


9 


5 


7 




53 


849 


0 




1 A 




23 


27 


33 




122 


839 


0 


0 


12 


12 


28 


29 


32 




113 


631 


0 


3 


8 


13 


5 


19 


13 




61 


566 




0 


7 


1 1 


14 


1 1 


15 




56 


787 


6 


4 


29 


25 


33 


31 


29 




151 


663 


0 


5 


7 


19 


18 


1 1 


22 




82 


717 


0 


5 


10 


16 


23 


29 


28 




1 1 1 


997 




3 


13 


22 


22 


25 


26 




111 


548 


0 


3 


1 1 


12 


18 


24 


20 




88 


-1 169 




2 


30 


16 


24 


29 


22 




123 


576 


6 


0 


9 


10 


18 


21 


20 




78 


907 




6 


8 


19 


24 


24 


23 




104 


999 


0 


2 


10 


25 


21 


36 


44 




138 


714 


0 


1 


19 


16 


35 


23 


26 




120 


37671 




190 


680 


871 


1092 


1 186 


1 181 


153 


5353 



— rTHT't G*Abi ooii not apply at this school. 

• • ENROLLMENT AS OP OCTOBER, 30, 1990 



ERIC 



69 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE ? 



90.41 



Attachnent IV-10 



PROGRAM: LFSELRKQ 



AUSTIN 1NDEPE%0ENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



04/29/91 



ELEMENTARY OVERAGE STUDENTS BY LOCATION AND BY GRADE. 1990-9 1 



CODE 


SCHOOL 




EK 


K 




1 




2 


GRADES 

3 




4 




5 




6 




SCHOOL 
AVERAGE 


1 01 


ALL I SON 


0.00 


3 . 


03 


2 1 . 


43 


22. 


33 


32. 


22 


32. 


97 


37. 


04 






2 1 . 


73 


1 02 


ANDREWS 


O.OC 


4 . 


69 


6. 


67 


14 . 


4 1 


2 2.03 


31 . 


86 


29. 


47 






15. 


a4 


1 03 


BARTON HILLS 




2 . 


56 


4 . 


55 


1 1 . 


36 


5. 


36 


7. 


1 4 


9. 


26 


9. 


52 


7. 


16 


1 04 


BECKER 


0.00 


1 . 


96 


7 . 


14 


17. 


78 


27, 


69 


33. 


33 


39. 


62 




19. 


89 


105 


blackshear 


0.00 


3 . 


70 


1 1 . 


29 


25. 


00 


27. 


78 


40. 


35 


39. 


34 


46. 


94 


24. 


49 


106 


BLANTON 


0.00 


0. 


00 


8. 


47 


1 1 . 


1 1 


9. 


09 


23. 


33 


10. 


42 


18. 


37 


10 


32 


1 07 


BRENTWOOD 


0.00 


0. 


89 


10. 


00 


1 1 . 


20 


17. 


70 


29. 


70 


22. 


22 






14. 


80 


108 


BROOKE 


O.CO 


6. 


67 


14. 


71 


22 . 


54 


36. 


76 


45. 


45 


49. 


02 






24. 


61 


109 


BROWN 


0.00 


3 . 


49 


15 . 


38 


25. 


86 


34 . 


18 


19. 


35 


40. 


91 






19 


10 


1 10 


BRYKER WOODS 




10. 


00 


10. 


00 


13. 


46 


16. 


00 


12. 


50 


10. 


00 


10. 


00 


1 1 


75 


1 1 1 


CAMPBELL 


0.00 


4 . 


65 


12. 


20 


1 1 . 


54 


27. 


50 


47. 


22 


48. 


48 


39. 


29 


22 


82 


1 12 


CAS I 5 


0.00 


7 . 


81 


10. 


69 


12. 


50 


10. 


38 


12. 


26 


1 1 . 


32 


14. 


10 


10 


67 


1 13 


CUNNINGHAM 




0. 


65 


7. 


24 


8. 


05 


15. 


27 


15. 


52 


1 1 . 


57 






9 


25 


1 14 


DAWSON 


0.00 


4 . 


82 


20. 


24 


25. 


00 


31 . 


76 


31 . 


15 


36. 


78 






23 


05 


1 15 


DILL 












50. 


00 


100.0 


75. 


00 










77 


79 


1 16 


GOVALLE 


0.00 


7 . 


07 


12 ! 


73 


21 . 


70 


20. 


65 


24. 


29 


27! 


50 






16 


56 


1 17 


GULLETT 




4 . 


35 


6. 


17 


1 1 . 


27 


2. 


78 


13. 


1 1 


17 . 


02 






8 


25 


1 18 


HARRIS 


0.00 


5. 


45 


15. 


38 


16. 


22 


19. 


42 


25. 


00 


19. 


51 






15 


13 


1 19 


HIGHLAND PARK 




8. 


79 


5. 


15 


8. 


64 


12. 


50 


13. 


58 


7. 


32 






9 


23 


1 20 


ocslin 


0.00 


3. 


19 


a. 


14 


8. 


5 1 


17 . 


02 


18. 


67 


22. 


22 






1 1 


22 


1 2 1 


LEE 




7 . 


69 


6. 


12 


3. 


70 


7 . 


27 


7. 


4 1 


8. 


00 


7. 


55 


6 


81 


122 


MAPLEWOOD 


0.00 


3 . 


•^0 


1 . 


92 


17. 


78 


2 1 . 


82 


28. 


57 


23. 


08 


17. 


95 


14 


13 


123 


MATHEWS 


0.00 


0. 


00 


9. 


63 


6. 


56 


1 7 . 


02 


23. 


91 


9. 


52 


2 1 . 


95 


10 


40 


1 24 


METZ 


0.00 


1 . 


82 


5. 


97 


8. 


70 


15. 


94 


25. 


86 


41 . 


38 


39. 


1 3 


17 


06 


125 


OAK SPRIMrs 


0.00 


3. 


77 


13. 


85 


33. 


33 


22 . 


8 1 


33. 


33 


39. 


62 






21 


23 


126 


ORTEGA 


0.00 


0. 


00 


12. 


00 


10. 


26 


37 . 


04 


41 . 


82 


:^7. 


50 






22 


26 


1 27 


SANCHEZ 


0.00 


3 . 


28 


10. 


1 1 


ie. 


92 


33 


33 


24. 


69 


b 1 


90 


45! 


53 


24 


56 


1 28 


pease 




0. 


00 


0. 


00 


0. 


00 


2 


33 


2. 


50 


13. 


89 


10. 


87 


4 


14 


1 29 


PECAN SPRINGS 


O.CO 


0 


00 


7. 


14 


21 . 


74 


22 


67 


23. 


94 


28. 


57 






15 


53 


130 


PLEASANT HILL 


0.00 


0. 


95 


8. 


14 


15 


74 


19 


05 


13. 


64 


20. 


22 






1 1 


70 


1 3 1 


REAO 
























16 


07 






16 


07 


1 32 


REILLY 


0.00 


1 


82 


8. 


00 


9 


38 


2 1 


54 


21 . 


57 


20 


00 






1 1 


8 1 


1 33 


RIDGETOP 


0.00 


0 


00 


15. 


22 


25 


58 


2 1 


2 1 


22 . 


22 


36 


00 






16 


. 15 


1 36 


ST. ELMO 


0.00 


1 


28 


7 


06 


17 


65 


16 


44 


26. 


37 


26 


32 






14 


. 18 


1 38 


SUMMITT 




3 


78 


7. 


48 


1 1 


68 


10 


2 


8. 


75 










8 


. 19 


139 


SIMS 


0.00 


2 


27 


3 


77 


16 


60 


23 


3 J 


23. 


21 


35 


42 






16 


77 


140 


TRAVIS HEIGHT 


0.00 


1 


98 


1 1 


32 


14 


29 


20 


56 


22 . 


77 


21 


95 






14 


16 


141 


WALNUT CREEK 


0.00 


2 


88 


2 


94 


18 


09 


^ 1 


4 9 


27. 


38 


25 


00 






1 3 


4 1 


142 


ALLAN 


0.00 


7 


79 


8 


77 


1 1 


27 


27 


87 


36. 


36 


26 


42 






16 


13 


143 


P AT TON 




4 


61 


13 


92 


14 


88 


19 


16 


7. 


41 


12 


50 






12 


27 


1 44 


WOOTEN 


0.00 


0 


93 


12 


50 


16 


51 


23 


16 


34. 


52 


32 


18 






17 


.42 


145 


Zavala 


0.00 


2 


22 


22 


37 


33 


87 


15 


25 


45. 


45 


52 


27 






24 


55 


146 


ZILKER 




4 


35 


26 


67 


25.81 


22 


67 


21. 


31 


31 


75 


ia! 


64 


21 


96 


1 47 


menchaca 




3 


36 


9 


73 


7 


86 


10 


32 


14 . 


04 


9 


66 




9 


10 


148 


OAK HILL 




5 


59 


15 


19 


12 


12 


16 


43 


16. 


52 


9 


24 






12 


.52 


1 49 


BARRINGTON 


0.00 


0 


00 


17 


61 


1 1 


1 1 


19 


40 


30. 


83 


26 


B9 






15 


94 


150 


NORMAN 


0.00 


0 


00 


9 


30 


17 


02 


33 


33 


30. 


77 


22 


64 






1 7 


01 


151 


PILLOW 


0,00 


3 


81 


1 1 


02 


1 1 


49 


14 


29 


13. 


64 










9 


85 


152 


WOOLORIDGE 


0.00 


3 


82 


15 


71 


25 


98 


28 


71 


26. 


72 


20 


62 






17 


99 


154 


OOSS 




a 


86 


13 


5a 


9 


43 


12 


36 


10. 


64 


8 


97 


7. 


06 


10 


13 


155 


HILL 




3 


97 


9 


93 


1 1 


82 


a 


49 


4. 


81 


8 


75 






7 


95 


156 


DOOM 


0.00 


2 


30 


9 


46 


17.05 


17 


69 


20. 


45 


26 


19 






14 


37 


157 


WINN 


0.00 


0 


00 


9 


6a 


10 


00 


20 


74 


26. 


36 


23 


53 






1 J 


47 


158 


SUNSET VALLEY 


\J . \J\J 


2 


56 


6 


72 


12 


04 


5 


81 


21 . 


84 


14 


61 






9 


67 


159 


GRAHAM 




0 


00 


7 


45 


1 1 


46 


17 


50 


12. 


22 


14.71 






10 


25 


160 


LINGER 


0.00 


3 


05 


20 


57 


22 


52 


25 


96 


29. 81 


29 


00 






19 


19 


161 


COOK 


0.00 


4 


42 


6 


4a 


ia 


63 


15 


52 


1 1 . 


58 


22 


45 






12 


37 


162 


HOUSTON 


0.00 


4 


10 


8 


40 


14 


55 


24 


73 


25. 


00 


30 


77 






15 


48 


166 


WILLIAMS 




1 


89 


7.60 


1 1 


64 


14 


01 


14. 


79 


17 


1 1 






1 1 


13 


168 


LANGFORO 


o!oo 


3.37 


13.92 


13 


33 


21 


ia 


30. 


77 


30 


77 






16 


12 


170 


BOONE 




1 


06 


12 


93 


a. 79 


1 1 


37 


17. 


16 


1 1 


83 






10 


52 


171 


PALM 


0.00 


0 


00 


12 


00 


10.87 


16 


82 


22. 


58 


27 


03 






13 


54 


172 


KOCUREK 




4 


06 


5 


37 


1 1 


05 


19 


29 


16. 


90 


16 


43 






1 1 


47 


175 


WIOEN 


o!oo 


1 


.33 


7 


69 


14 


aa 


12 


96 


23. 


53 


26.83 






1 3 


81 


176 


GALINDO 


0.00 


0 


.79 


14 


07 


19 


69 


29 


17 


2i. 


44 


27.66 






16 


81 


AVERAGE FOR GRADE 




3. 14 


10 


89 


14 


60 


18 


63 


21. 


73 


22 


72 


21. 


16 


14 


21 



• THIS GRA5t 66is u6i A^^lV aT Tnli ScHflbu. 

• ENROLLMENT AS OF OCTOBER 30, 1990. 



ERIC 



70 



60 



90.41 



Attachment 



PROGRAM: LF$ELRK3 



AUSTIN INOEPENOCNT SCHOOL OISTRICT 
OEPARTMCNT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



04/29/91 



CODE 



SCHOOL 



101 ALLISON 

102 ANOREWS 

103 BARTON HILLS 

104 BECKER 
BLACKSHEAR 

106 BLANTON 

107 BRENTWOOD 

108 BROOKE 

109 BROWN 

1 10 BRYKER WOODS 

111 CAMPBELL 

112 CA5IS 

113 CUNNINGHAM 

114 OAWSON 

116 GOVALLE 

117 GULLETT 

118 HARRIS 

\ 19 HIGHLAND PARK 

120 JCSLIN 

121 LEE 

122 MAPLEWOOD 

123 MATHEWS 

124 MET2 

125 OAK SPRINGfi 

126 ORTEGA 

127 SANCHEZ 

128 PEASE 

129 PECAN SPRINGS 
1?0 PLEASANT HILL 

131 READ 

132 REILLY 

133 RIOGETOP 
36 ST. ELMO 

138 SUMMIYT 

139 SIMS 

140 TRAVIS HEIGHTS 
14 1 WALNUT CREEK 

142 ALLAN 

143 PATTON 

144 WOOTEN 
M5 ZAVALA 

146 ZILKER 

147 MENCHACA 

148 OAK HILL 

149 BARPINGTON 

150 NORMAN 

151 PILLOW 
162 WOOLORIDGE 

154 DOSS 

155 HILL 

156 DOOM 

157 WINN 

158 SUNSET VALLEY 

159 GRAHAM 

160 LINOER 

161 COOK 

162 HOUSTON 
166 WILLIAMS 
168 LANGFORD 

170 BOONE 

171 PALM 

172 KOCUREK 

175 WIDEN 

176 GALINOO 

TOTAL FOR GRADE 



ELEMENTARY AT 


RISK 


STUDENTS 


BY LOCATION 


AND BY 


GRADE 1 


1990-91 


ENROLL- 








GRADES 










SCHOOL 


MENT 


£K 


K 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


TOTAL 


599 


0 


13 


62 


40 


44 


42 


40 




252 


707 


0 


32 


68 


37 


43 


61 


57 




3 15 


324 




1 


9 


4 


4 


16 


12 


a 


54 


364 


0 


10 


29 


15 


24 


34 


25 




146 


394 


14 


16 


44 


27 


37 


3 1 


30 


35 


236 


4 13 


0 


0 


34 


12 


15 


27 


15 


14 


136 


6 1 1 


0 


14 


45 


23 


30 


4 1 


27 




180 


4 13 


21 


23 


45 


37 


4 1 


40 


29 




236 


477 


0 


30 


68 


29 


36 


3 1 


39 




270 


363 




7 


13 


8 


10 


17 


1 4 


9 


78 


274 


0 


8 


23 


14 


12 


22 


17 


17 


120 


781 


0 


29 


43 


14 


13 


26 


26 


1 1 


182 


798 




4 


54 


14 


29 


45 


34 




180 


430 


0 


9 


49 


27 


33 


25 


30 




179 


593 


0 


22 


67 


36 


33 


37 


35 




248 


394 




3 


1 7 


8 


5 


12 


2 




47 


653 


0 


30 


69 


26 


36 


40 


32 




250 


518 




8 


19 


8 


13 


1 1 


8 




6'' 


537 


0 


8 


37 


10 


12 


33 


24 




146 


361 




7 


18 


6 


9 


8 


1 3 


7 


68 


330 


0 


4 


25 


6 


14 


15 


9 


9 


91 


395 


0 


0 


32 


13 


9 


13 


9 


15 


1 38 


444 


0 


25 


48 


32 


34 


35 


36 


3 1 


265 


377 


0 


8 


50 


29 


2 1 


30 


32 




179 


262 


0 


0 


34 


15 


20 


16 


22 




130 


519 


0 


15 


54 


25 


37 


34 


42 


33 


26 1 


288 




0 


0 


0 


1 


12 


1 1 


10 


44 


450 


0 


0 


56 


16 


30 


29 


34 




166 


570 


0 


1 1 


43 


21 


21 


34 


27 




17 1 


2 14 




. 


. 


, 


. 


• 


59 




59 


326 


0 


8 


19 


8 


14 


1 2 


7 




82 


255 


0 


0 


33 


25 


20 


19 


16 




157 


478 


0 


1 1 


36 


22 


15 


35 


28 




158 


1003 




12 


64 


24 


39 


42 


• 




181 


3 1 1 


0 


1 


33 


8 


27 


28 


22 




1 19 


657 


0 


17 


57 


27 


31 


4 1 


45 




239 


558 


1 


12 


61 


33 


25 


32 


29 




193 


4 14 


0 


26 


43 


33 


35 


35 


32 




232 


1005 


, 


9 


66 


24 


31 


18 


35 




183 


548 


0 


24 


59 


29 


25 


45 


43 




240 


369 


0 


12 


51 


28 


27 


40 


23 




197 


466 




13 


27 


25 


18 


18 


28 


20 


1 49 


724 




<j 


39 


10 


18 


23 


1 4 




1 10 


788 




1 1 


55 


16 


23 


36 


16 




157 


825 


0 


0 


86 


34 


51 


65 


60 




327 


273 


2 


0 


25 


10 


16 


2 1 


17 




93 


514 


0 


13 


47 


16 


2 1 


37 


* 




156 


781 


0 


23 


90 


46 


40 


6 1 


34 




306 


611 




8 


26 


12 


16 


16 


2 1 


10 


109 


645 




9 


23 


1 1 


1 1 


7 


1 1 




72 


797 


0 


12 


74 


23 


34 


36 


40 




227 


809 


0 


0 


42 


16 


35 


51 


59 




204 


d02 


0 


11 


52 




1 2 


40 


38 




169 


545 




0 


40 


8 


23 


36 


40 




153 


766 


0 


36 


99 


38 


66 


54 


46 




^ *T O 

37 J 


646 


0 


1 T 

1 o 


57 


21 


31 


22 


39 




186 


659 


0 


25 


68 


26 


40 


35 


33 




244 


937 




1 1 


8 1 


19 


27 


OB 


A 4 

^ 1 




237 


510 


6 


8 


39 


20 


23 


29 


29 




158 


1 147 




6 


55 


17 


46 


66 


43 




233 


557 


0 


0 


46 


24 


23 


45 


26 




181 


884 




10 


60 


21 


36 


53 


30 




2 10 


962 


6 


13 


69 


42 


48 


61 


73 




322 


678 


0 


15 


77 


26 


46 


38 


36 




251 


35903 


620 


809 


2964 


1309 


1659 


2072 


1840 


i29 


1 1502 



. THti CrtAbE 66ES NOT APPLY AT THIS SCHOOL. 
• . ENROLLMENT AS OF OCTOBER, 30, 1990 

THIS ANALYSIS EXCLUDES SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS SERVED THREE OR MORE HOURS 



ERIC 



SI 



90.41 

PROGRAM: LFtflRK2 AUSTIN I ivOEPENOCNT SCHOOL DISTRICT 

DEPARTMENT Of MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH ANO EVALUATION 

ELEMENTARY AT RISK STUOENTS BY LOCATION ANO BY GRADE. 1990-91 



CODE 


SCHOOL 


EK 


K 




1 




2 


GRADES 

2 




4 




5 


6 




SCHOOL 
AVERAGE 


101 


ALLISON 


17 . 


19 


13. 


13 


74 . 


70 


39. 


22 


5 1 . 


1 6 


48 


28 


51 


28 










102 


ANDREWS 


24 . 


29 


29. 


09 


60. 


7 1 


35. 


24 


39 . 


8 1 


55 . 


45 


61 


96 






A A 




103 


BARTON HILLS 






2, 


56 


20. 


45 


9. 


52 


7 . 


55 






24 


DO 




9 1 


1 f> 


fi7 


104 


BECKER 


23 . 


68 


19 . 


6 1 


54 . 


72 


34. 


09 


38 . 


7 1 


49 . 


<( 0 


53 


19 






Ad 


1 1 


105 


BLACKSHEAR 


29. 


17 


33. 


96 


77 . 


1 9 


61 . 


36 


74 . 


00 


fin 




58 


82 


fl 7 




39 . 




106 


6LANT0N 


27 . 


66 


1 1 . 


32 


62 . 


96 


23. 


53 


25 . 


00 


47 . 


37 


34 


09 


29 




0 A , 




107 


BRENTWOOD 


0. 


DO 


1 2 . 


50 


45 . 


45 


19. 


33 


29 . 


1 3 


44 . 


57 


31 


76 








Ad 


108 


BROOKc 


33. 


33 


38 . 


33 


70. 


3 1 ' 


56.92 


67 . 


2 1 


7 1 


43 


65 


91 






^ 7 


1 A 


109 


BROWN 


52 . 


86 


35. 


7 1 


79 . 


07 


54 . 


72 


54 . 


55 


<J H . 


39 


63 


S3 










1 ^0 


BRYKER WOODS 






1 1 . 


67 


26 . 


00 


1 5 . 


38 


20 . 


4 1 


26. 


98 


28 


DO 


23 




A 1 . 




1 1 1 


CAMPBELL 


28 . 


DO 


19. 


05 


58 . 


97 


28 . 


57 


35 . 


29 


70. 


97 


58 


62 


68 . 


nn 


A *\ 


on 


1 12 


CASIS 


7 1 . 


43 


24 . 


58 


28 . 


67 


1 3 . 


73 


1 2 . 


87 


25. 


49 


25 


DO 


1 4 


4 7 




in 


1 13 


CUNNINGHAM 






2 . 


6 1 


36 . 


00 


9 . 


59 


23 . 




40. 


54 


30.09 










1 14 


DAWSON 


16. 


€7 


13. 


43 


76 . 


56 


42 . 


86 


42 . 


86 


49 . 


02 


4 1 


67 






A 1 


D J 


1 16 


GOVALLE 


29. 


51 


24 . 


72 


66 . 


34 


34 . 


62 


36 . 


67 


54 . 


41 


43 


75 






4 1 




1 1' 


GULLETT 






3 . 


37 


2 1 . 


52 


1 1 . 


59 


7 . 


35 


22. 


22 


5 


71 










1 10 


HARRIS 


30. 


9 1 


27. 


27 


6 1 . 


06 


24 . 


76 


36 . 


73 


43. 


48 


40 


DO 






0 a 




1 19 


HIGHLAND PARK 






8 . 


79 


19 . 


79 


1 0 . 


00 


1 4 . 


77 


13. 


53 


9 


76 






1 D 


Ql 


120 


JOSLIN 


34 . 


38 


8 . 


79 


47 . 


44 


1 2 . 


05 


1 4 . 


63 


47 . 


14 


34 


78 






0 7 


1 Q 


121 


LEE 






1 3 . 


73 


36 . 


73 


1 1 . 


32 


16 . 


67 


14 . 


81 


26 


DO 


1 A 


no 


1 


fid 


122 


MAPLEWDOO 


25! 


71 


7 ^ 


4 1 


5 1 . 


02 


1 5 . 


38 


27 


45 


40.54 


30.00 


35 


7 1 


3 7 


33 


123 


MATHEWS 


63 . 


4 1 


33 . 


33 


5 1 . 


6 1 


2 1 . 


31 


19. 


57 


29. 


55 


22 






A 7 


*1 A 




124 


METZ 


58 . 


54 


45. 


45 


7 1 . 


64 


47 . 


06 


54 . 


84 


70. 


DO 


63 


16 


70 . 








125 


OAK SPRINGS 


18 . 


37 


15. 


09 


80. 


65 


46. 


03 


40 


38 


61 . 


22 


65 


31 






A 7 


A Q 


126 


ORTEGA 


36 


84 


26 . 


47 


77 . 


27 


48. 


39 


48 


78 


45. 


71 


56 


.41 










127 


SANCHEZ 


42. 


86 


24 . 


59 


64 . 


29 


40 


32 


55 


70 


45. 


33 


66 


.67 








^ i3 


128 


PEASE 






0. 


00 


24 . 


39 


0 


DO 


2 


4 4 


30. 


00 


30 


.56 


* 1 . 


7 A. 


1 ^ 


OA 


129 


PECAN SPRINGS 


0 


DO 


1 . 


47 


68 . 


29 


23 


19 


42 


0 \j 


46. 


03 


58 


.62 






0 w 


0^ 


130 


PLEASANT HILL 


29 


79 


1 1 . 


83 


50. 


59 


20 


39 


26 


25 


40. 


96 


34 


.13 








nn 


131 


READ 


























27 


.57 






0 7 


^7 

3 / 


132 


REILLY 


33 


33 


15 . 


38 


45! 


24 


13 


56 


25 


45 


26! 


67 


22 


.58 






25 




133 


RIDGETOP 


63 


33 


53 . 


19 


71 


74 


59 


52 


66 


67 


52. 


78 


66 


.67 






6 1 


S7 


136 


ST. ELMO 


Id 


97 


14 . 


67 


49. 


32 


35 


48 


22 


3Q 


43 


21 


45 


. 16 








nR 


138 


SUMMITT 






5. 


04 


30 


05 


12, 


37 


19 


60 


26. 


42 










1 ft 


n*^ 


139 


SIMS 


0 


00 


2. 


27 


62 


26 


20 


00 


46 


55 


52.63 


55 


!oo 








3R 


140 


TRAVIS HEIGHT 


43 


75 


16. 


83 


53 


77 


23 


48 


29 


52 


40 


59 


55 


.56 










141 


WALNUT CREEK 


1 


79 


1 1 . 


54 


61 


62 


37 


OB 


37 


88 


40 


DO 


45 


.31 






^A 




142 


ALLAN 


46 


67 


4 1 . 


94 


78 


18 


47 


14 


58 


33 


64 


81 


60 


.38 






^6 


C\A 


143 


PATTON 






5. 


96 


34 


74 


14 


63 


19 


50 


1 1 , 


25 


19 


.34 






1 A 


3 1 


144 


WOOTEN 


31 


25 


25. 


81 


63.44 


32 


22 


30 


86 


66 


18 


57 


.33 






43 


. 80 


145 


ZAVALA 


32 


65 


26 


67 


73 


91 


47 


4^ 


46 


55 


76 


92 


62 


. 16 






53 


.39 


146 


ZILKER 






18 


84 


34 


18 


29 


76 


26 


87 


33 


33 


51 


.85 


33 




31 


.97 


147 


MENCHACA 






5, 


04 


34 


82 


7 


25 


14 


40 


21 


30 


1 1 


.48 






15 


. 19 


ua 


OAK HILL 






7 


75 


35 


48 


12.50 


16 


79 


31 


86 


14 


. 16 






19 


.92 


149 


BARRINGTON 


25 


93 


1 1 


97 


62 


32 


25 


19 


39 


23 


58 


04 


52 


.63 






39 


.64 


150 


NORMAN 


a 


DO 


4. 


55 


62 


50 


24 


39 


4 1 


03 


61 


76 


34 


.00 






34 


.07 


151 


PILLOW 


52 


38 


12 


75 


40 


17 


19 


28 


23.08 


46 


64 










30 


.35 


152 


WOOLORIDGE 


22.64 


14 


65 


66 


18 


37 


10 


41 


67 


48 


80 


37 


.78 






39 


. 18 


154 


DOSS 






10 


13 


32 


10 


1 1 .43 


17 


98 


17 


02 


26 


.92 




7fi 


17 


.84 


155 


HILL 






7 


14 


17 


16 


10 


89 


10.78 


6 


73 


14 


. 10 






1 1 


. 16 


156 


ODOM 


13 


.79 


9 


52 


52. 1 1 


19 


33 


28 


10 


30 


51 


35 


.40 






28 


.48 


157 


WINN 


0 


.00 


0 


79 


35 


29 


13.91 


27 


. 13 


49 


04 


46 


.09 






25 


. 22 


151 


SUNSET VALLEY 


0 


00 


1 1 


00 


45.22 


15 


38 


14 


12 


47 


06 


43 


. 18 






28 


.07 


159 


GRAHAM 






6.06 


42.55 


8 


70 


30 


26 


42 


35 


40 


.40 






28 


.07 


160 


LINOCR 


44.44 


. 29 


46 


70.21 


34 


86 


53.23 


56 


84 


47 


.92 






48.69 


161 


COOK 


9 


.68 


1 1 


71 


52 


78 


21 


21 


27.68 


24 


72 


40 


.63 






28 


.79 


162 


HOUSTON 


27.69 


21 


19 


58 


62 


25 


25 


47 


06 


36 


08 


41 


. 77 






37 


.03 


166 


WILLIAMS 






7 


01 


48 


80 


10 


67 


18 


.49 


38 


41 


29 


.50 






25 


. 29 


161 


LANGFORO 


23.33 


10 


13 


50 


00 


23.53 


29, 1 1 


40 


28 


43.86 






30 


.98 


170 


BOONE 






3 


19 


24 


02 


9 


66 


22 


. 12 


40.74 


23 


.37 






20 


.31 


171 


PALM 


24 


.00 


5 


88 


61 


33 


28 


97 


22 


.33 


5'. 


72 


38 


.24 






32 


.50 


172 


KOCURIK 






€ 


80 


40.27 


12 


50 


24 


00 


38 


41 


22 


.73 






23 


.76 


175 


WIDEN 


22 


!22 


e 


67 


54 


.76 


26 


75 


30.77 


42 


98 


45 


.91 






33 


. 47 


176 


6ALIN00 


26 


.53 


12 


00 


60 


19 


26 


.26 


40.7 1 


48 


10 


42 


.38 






37 


.02 


AVErtAGC rot QRAOC 


28 


.60 


13 


76 


49 


.29 


23.05 


30 


.02 


40.60 


37 


.93 


33 


53 


32 


.04 



. • This MADE DOES NOT APPLY AT THIS SCHOOL. ^ 
• • ENROLLMENT AS OF OCTOBER 30, 1990. 

THIS ANALYSIS IXCLUOES SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS SERVED THREE OR MORE HOURS. 



Attachmant V-2 

04/29/91 



90*41 



Attachmsnt V-3 



PROGRAM: LF$ELRK3 AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 04/29/91 

DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 

ELEMENTARY OVERAGE STUDENTS BY LOCATION AND BY GRADE. 1990-91 



CODE 


SCHOOw 


ENROLL- 
MENT 


EK 


K 


1 


GRADES 
2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


SCHOOL 
TOTAL 


101 


ALLISON 


599 


0 


3 


18 


23 


26 


28 


27 




125 


102 


ANDREWS 


.•07 


0 


5 


8 


15 


23 


34 


25 




1 10 


103 


BARTON HILLS 


324 




1 


2 


4 


2 


4 


4 


4 


2 1 


104 


BECKER 


364 


0 


1 


2 


7 


17 


23 


18 




68 


105 


BLACKSHEAR 


394 




1 


5 


12 


13 


18 


16 


17 


82 


106 


6LANT0N 


4 13 


6 


0 


4 


5 


5 


14 


3 


8 


39 


107 


fiTRENTWCOO 


6 1 1 


0 


1 


10 


13 


13 


24 


16 




77 


109 


BROOKE 


413 




4 


10 


12 


19 


21 


18 




84 


109 


BROWN 


477 


0 


2 


14 


12 


18 


1 1 


25 




82 


* 10 


brykcR woods 


363 




6 


5 


7 


8 


8 


5 


4 


43 


1 1 1 


CAMPBEi-L 


274 


0 


2 


3 


6 


8 


14 


13 


9 


55 


1 12 


CASIS 


781 


0 


8 


17 


12 


8 


1 1 


1 1 


9 


76 


1 1 3 


CUNNINGHAM 


798 




1 


10 


iQ 


18 


15 


10 




64 


1 M 


DAWSON 


4 30 


0 


2 


12 


14 


21 


13 


21 




83 


1 16 


GOVALLE 


593 


0 


4 


12 


2 1 


18 


15 


22 




92 


! 17 


GULLETT 


394 




3 




8 


1 


4 


1 




21 


1 19 


HARRIS 


653 


0 


5 


16 


13 


19 


2 1 


15 




93 


< <9 


HIGHLAND •'^ARK 


5 18 




8 


c 


7 


1 1 


1 1 


6 




48 


20 


JCSLIN 


537 


6 


3 




4 


12 


13 


9 




48 


121 


LEE 


361 




4 


3 


2 


4 


4 


4 


4 


25 


'22 


MAPLEWCOD 


330 


6 


2 




6 


10 


9 


4 


5 


36 


123 


MAThEWS 


395 


0 


0 


8 


4 


7 


9 


2 


7 


35 


124 


METZ 


444 


0 


1 


4 


6 


9 


10 


24 


16 


70 


125 


OAK SPRINGS 


377 


0 


2 


9 


2 1 


12 


15 


18 




77 


«26 


ORTEGA 


262 


0 


0 


6 


2 


12 


10 


14 




44 


1 27 


SANCHEZ 


5 19 


0 


2 


g 


10 


18 


16 


28 


24 


106 


1 28 


PEASE 


288 




0 


0 


0 


1 


1 


5 


5 


17 


129 


PECAN SPRINGS 


450 


0 


0 


6 


13 


14 


13 


15 




63 


* 30 


PLEASANT HiLL 


570 


0 


1 


6 


13 


13 


10 


12 




57 


* 3 1 


READ 


2 14 














33 




33 


' 32 


REILLY 


326 


0 






4 


9 


7 


4 




24 


• 33 


RIOGETOP 


255 


0 


0 


7 


10 


5 


8 


9 




39 


136 


ST. ELMO 


478 


0 


1 


1 


10 


10 


19 


14 




55 


• 38 


SUMMITT 


1003 




9 


^6 


20 


18 


14 






-77 


• 1^ 


SIMS 


31 1 


0 


1 


2 


7 


13 


12 


10 




45 


* 40 


TRAVIS HEIGHTS 


657 


0 


2 


12 


16 


20 


23 


18 




91 


•4 1 


WALNUT CREEK 


558 




3 




16 


15 


21 


16 




74 


1 42 


ALLAN 


4 14 


0 


3 


4 


8 


16 


19 


14 




64 


143 


PATTON 


1005 




7 


25 


21 


27 


10 


21 




111 


'44 


WOOTEN 


549 


0 


1 


10 


13 


IS 


2C 


20 




79 


143 


ZAVALA 


369 


0 


1 


13 


18 


8 


22 


19 




81 


' 46 


ZILKER 


466 




3 


18 


22 


14 


10 


15 


1 1 


93 


147 


MENCHACA 


724 




4 


1 1 


10 


12 


12 


10 




59 


M8 


OAK HILL 


788 




8 


23 


16 


22 


17 


9 




95 


'49 


BARRINGTON 


825 


0 


0 


24 


15 


24 


32 


28 




123 


1 50 


NORMAN 


273 




0 


3 


a 


^2 


1 1 


9 




43 


• 5 1 


PI LLOW 


514 


0 


3 


12 


7 


12 


10 






44 


152 


WOOLORlOGE 


78 1 


0 




20 


31 


27 


32 


15 




131 


^ 54 


DOSS 


6 1 1 




7 


1 1 


10 


1 1 


10 


7 




62 


' 55 


HILL 


€45 




5 


8 


1 1 


9 


5 


6 




44 


• 56 


CDOM 


797 


c 


3 


14 


16 


17 


19 


27 




96 


<57 


WINN 


809 


0 


0 


10 


1 1 


23 


25 


27 




96 


^58 


SUNSET VALLEY 


602 


0 


2 


7 


12 


5 


10 


1 2 




56 


159 


GRAHAM 


545 




0 


7 


8 


12 


10 


14 




51 


160 


LIhOER 


766 


0 


3 


29 


23 


31 


^7 


27 




140 


161 


COOK 


646 


0 


5 


7 


19 


16 


8 


'^l 




76 


162 


HOUSTON 


659 


0 


4 


10 


12 


22 


12 


20 




90 


lb6 


WILLIAMS 


937 




3 


1 1 


17 


16 


20 


21 




88 


168 


LANGFORO 


510 


0 


2 


1 1 


1 1 


16 


20 


14 




73 


170 


BOONE 


1147 




2 


30 


12 


22 


25 


20 




1 1 1 


1 7 1 


PALM 


557 


6 


0 


9 


9 


17 


19 


15 




69 


172 


KOCURCK 


d84 




6 


8 


18 


20 


23 


16 




91 


179 


WIDEN 


962 


6 


2 


10 


22 


18 


31 


41 




124 


176 


. GALINOO 


678 


0 


1 


18 


16 


31 


20 


20 




106 


TOTAL FOR GRADE 


35903 




170 


616 


768 


924 


1000 


963 


129 


4570 



. • THIS GSAOE DOES NOt APPLY AT THIS SCHOOL. 
• • tNBOLLMENT AS OF OCTOBER, 30. 1990 

THIS ANALYSIS EXCLUDES SPECIAL EOUCATION STUDENTS SERVED THREE OR MORE HOURS, 



o 

ERIC 



73 



S3 



90 . 41 Attachment V-4 

PROGRAM: LfSELRK2 AUSTIN INOEPENDENT SCHOOL OISTr^lCT 04/29/01 

DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 

ELEMENTARY OVERAGE STUDENTS BY LOCATION ANO BY GRADE. 1930-91 



COO E 


dCHOOL 


EK 


K 




1 




2 


(jRADfcS 

3 




4 




5 




6 




SCHOOL 
AVEfiAGE 


1C 1 


ALL I SON 


0 . 


00 


3 


03 


2 1 . 


69 


22. 


1.5 


JO. 


23 


32 . 


18 


34 . 


62 






20. 


S'' 


1 U^C 


ANOREwS 


0 . 


00 


4 . 


55 


7 . 


14 


14 . 


29 


2 1 . 


30 


30. 


91 


27 . 


17 






15. 


56 


103 


BARTON HILLS 






2 . 


56 


4 . 


55 


9. 


52 


3. 


77 


7 . 


27 


8. 


00 


9 . 


7G 


6 . 


43 


104 


BECKER 


0 . 


00 


1 . 


96 


3 . 


77 


15, 


9 1 


27 . 


42 


33. 


33 


38. 


30 




18 . 


68 


105 


BLACKSHEA9 


0 . 


00 


1 . 


69 


a. 


77 


27. 


27 


26. 


00 


35. 


29 


31 . 


3? 


42 . 


50 


20. 


8 1 


1 06 


BLANTON 


0 . 


00 


0. 


00 


7 . 


4 1 


9. 


80 


8 . 


33 


24 . 


56 


6 . 


92 


17 . 


C2 


9 


44 


4 r\'7 
1 U / 


BRENTWOOD 


0 . 


00 


0. 


89 


10. 


10 


10. 


92 


12. 


62 


26. 


09 


18. 


82 




12 


60 


4 r\Q 


BROOKE 


0 . 


00 


G . 


67 


15. 


63 


18. 


46 


3 1 . 


15 


37 . 


50 


40. 


91 






20. 


34 


109 


BROWN 


0 . 


00 


2. 


38 


16 . 


2b 


22 . 


64 


27. 


27 


19. 


30 


40. 


?3 






1 7 . 


\ 9 


1 lO 


BRYKER WOODS 






10. 


00 


10. 


00 


13. 


46 


16. 


33 


12 . 


70 


'0. 


GO 


10. 




1 1 


35 


1 1 1 


CAMPdcLL 


0 . 


00 


4 . 


76 


7 . 


69 


12 . 


24 


23. 


53 


45. 


16 


44 . 


33 


36. 
1 1 . 


00 


20 


07 


1 1 2 


CAS I ^ 


0 . 


00 


6 . 


78 


1 1 . 


33 


1 1 . 


76 


7 . 


92 


10. 


78 


10. 


58 




9. 


73 


1 1 3 


CUNNINGHAM 


• 




0. 


6b 


6. 


G7 


6. 


85 


14 . 


40 


13. 


51 


8 . 


85 






8. 


02 


1 1 4 


DAWSON 


0. 


00 


2 . 


99 


18. 


75 


22. 


22 


27. 


27 


25. 


49 


29. 


17 






19 


30 


1 1 6 


GOVALLE 


0 . 


00 


4 . 


a9 


1 1 . 


88 


20. 


19 


20. 


00 


22 . 


06 


^ ' . 


50 






15 


•Jl 


1 1 7 


GULLET V 






3. 


37 


5. 


06 


1 1 . 


59 


1 . 


47 


7 . 


4 1 


2 . 


86 






5 


33 


1 1 8 


HARR I S 


0 . 


00 


5 . 


45 


14. 


16 


15. 


24 


19. 


39 


22 . 


83 


19 . 


75 






14 


24 


1 1 y 


HIGHLAND PARK 






8 . 


79 


5 . 


2 1 


8. 


75 


^2. 


50 


13 . 


58 




32 






9 


2 7 


1 20 


JOSLIN 


0 . 


00 


3. 


30 


8. 


97 


4 . 


92 


14. 


63 


18. 


57 


13. 


04 






8 


94 


1 2 1 


LEE 






7 . 


84 


6. 


12 


3 . 


77 


7 . 


4 1 


7 . 


4 1 


8 . 


CO 


8 . 


CO 


6 


93 


122 


MAPlEWCOO 


0 . 


00 


3 


70 


0. 


00 


15. 


38 


19. 


6 1 


24 . 


32 


13. 


33 


14 


29 


10 


91 


123 


MATHEWS 


0 . 


00 


0. 


00 


9. 


68 


6. 


55 


15. 


22 


20. 


45 


5 . 


00 


18 . 


42 


8 


85 


124 


ME TZ 


0 . 


00 


1 . 


82 


5. 


97 


8. 


32 


14. 


52 


20. 


00 


42 . 


1 1 


35. 


36 


15 


77 


125 


OAK SPRINGS 


0 . 


00 


3. 


77 


14. 


52 


33. 


33 


23. 


08 


30. 


6 1 


36. 


73 


::o 


42 


126 


ORT EGA 


0 . 


00 


0. 


00 


13. 


64 


5 . 


^5 


29. 


2 7 


28. 


57 


35. 


90 






16 


79 


127 


SANCHEZ 


0 . 


00 


3 


28 


9 . 


52 


15 . 


1 3 


26. 


87 


2 1 . 


33 


44 . 


44 


4 1 . 


23 


20 


42 


1 28 


PEASE 






0. 


00 


0. 


00 


0. 


00 


2. 


44 


2 . 


50 


*3 . 


99 


10. 


37 


4 


17 


1 29 


PECAN SPRINGS 


0 . 


00 


0. 


00 


7 . 


32 


2 1 . 


74 


20.00 


20 


63 


Z5. 


86 




14 


00 


130 


PLEASANT HiLL 


0. 


00 


1 . 


08 


7 . 


06 


14 . 


56 


16. 


25 


12. 


05 


15 . 


19 






10 


00 


1 3 1 


RE AO 


























15. 


42 






-5 


42 


1 32 


RE I LLY 


0 . 


00 


0. 


00 


o! 


00 


i 


78 


16. 


36 


15! 


56 


12 . 


90 








36 


1 33 


RiOGETOP 


0» 


00 


0. 


00 


15. 


22 


23. 


8 1 


16. 


67 


22 . 


22 


37 . 


50 






15 


29 


1 36 


ST. ELMO 


0 . 


00 


1 . 


33 


1 


37 


16. 


^3 


14 . 


93 


23. 


46 


22 . 


58 






1 1 


51 


1 38 


SUMMI TT 






3 . 


78 


7 . 


51 


10. 


3 1 


9. 


05 


8. 


81 








68 


139 


SIMS 


0 . 


00 


2 . 


27 


3. 


77 


17. 


50 


22. 


4 1 


22. 


64 


25 . 


00 






14 


47 


1 40 


TRAVIS HEIGHT 


0 . 


CO 


1 . 


98 


1 1 . 


32 


13. 


9 1 


19. 


05 


22 . 


77 


22 . 


22 






13 


8'j 


14 1 


WALNUT CREEK 


0 . 


00 


2 . 


88 


3. 


03 


17 . 


98 


22. 


73 


26. 


25 


25. 


00 






13 


.26 


4 ill ^ 
1 4 2 


ALLAN 


0 . 


00 


4 . 


84 


7 , 


27 


1 1 . 


43 


26. 


67 


35. 


19 


26 . 


42 






15 


46 


143 


PAT TCN 






4 . 


64 


13. 


16 


12 . 


80 


16. 


98 


6. 


25 


1 1 . 


60 






1 1 


04 


144 


WOOTEN 


0 


00 


1 . 


08 


10.75 


14. 


44 


16. 


52 


29. 


4 1 


26. 


67 






14 


.42 


145 


ZAVALA 


0. 


00 


2 . 


22 


18. 


84 


30. 


5 1 


13. 


79 


42. 


3 1 


51 . 


35 






21 


95 


1 46 


ZI LKER 






4 . 


35 


22. 


78 


26. 


19 


20.90 


18. 


52 


27 . 


78 


is! 


64 


19 


96 


4 A ^ 

147 


MENCHACA 


1 




3 . 


36 


9. 


82 


7. 


25 


9. 


60 


1 1 . 


1 1 


8 . 


20 


8 


15 


148 


OAK HILL 






5. 


63 


14 . 


84 


12. 


50 


16. 


06 


15. 


04 


7 . 


96 






12 


06 


1 49 


BARRINGTON 


0 


00 


0. 


00 


17 . 


39 


1 1 , 


1 1 


18. 


46 


28. 


57 


24. 


56 






14 


91 


1 50 


NORMAN 


0 


00 


0. 


00 


7 


50 


19. 


5 1 


30. 


77 


32. 


35 


18. 


00 






15 


75 


lli 1 


PI LLOW 


0 


00 


2 . 


94 


10 


26 


8. 


43 


13» 19 


12 . 


66 










8 


56 


152 


WOOLDR lOGE 


0 


00 


3 . 


82 


14 


7 1 


25. 


00 


28. 


13 


25 


60 


16! 


67 






16 


77 


1 54 


DOSS 






8. 


Q6 


13. 


58 


9. 


52 


IP. 


36 


10. 


64 


8. 


97 


7. 


06 


10. 15 


155 


HILL 






3. 


97 


5. 


97 


10. 


89 
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